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Donald J. Trump—Policies & Prosecution 


onald J. Trump has been called many things: Mentally unfit for office, an example of how 


f| not to apply artificial bronze on your skin, a symptom of a failed educational system. But 


£4) there were also political descriptions of his persona: A Fascist, a wanna-be dictator, an au- 
thoritarian, even a King or a Queen. Whatever was used to describe his political leanings, it Stood 
close to pursuits of amassing powers within his office, likening the aforementioned predicates at- 
tached to him by both columnists in renowned newspapers as well as common people on the internet. 
Still, he has obtained access to the White House by Democratic means: He was elected not by a ma- 
jority of the American people, but by a majority of electoral colleges, so Still legitimate according to 
the US-American system. This could lead one back to the proverb that every people received the gov- 
ernment it deserved; a bromide that harkens back to Ancient Greece, where the philosopher Plato has 
asked Glaucon rhetorically—via his alter ego Socrates—whether he were aware “that there must be 
as many types of character among men as there are forms of government? Or do you suppose that 
constitutions spring from the proverbial oak or rock and not from the characters of the citizens, 
which, as it were, by their momentum and weight in the scales1 draw other things after them?”! We 
could discuss whether Trump’s presidency is/was a symptom of an inherently disadvantageous, un- 
fair electoral system that favoured aétual losers over the will of the people, but this couldn’t happen 
without taKing other systems even within the US, such as the ranked system applicable in federal 


elections in States like Maine or Alaska, but this is outside of the scope of this text which focuses on a 


‘Plato (auth.); Shorey, Paul (transl.) (1969). Republic. In: Plato in Twelve Volumes, Vols. 5 €76. Cambridge (MA): Har- 
vard University Press. Book VIII, sec. 544d-5 44e. 
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different event, not Trump’s election in November 2016 and subsequent inauguration on January 
21, 2017. This text focuses on a more recent event, namely President Trump’s near-assassination 
during a campaign event in Butler, Pennsylvania, where a bullet pierced his right ear and led to the 
death of local firefighter Corey Comperatore’. President Trump instrumentalised his rescue from 
Stage for heroic posing and messaging to the shocked crowd that he continued fighting and that they 
ought to follow his example. This show included but not limited thereto was the basis for occasional 
conspiracies that this was all Staged by President Trump’s henchmen in order to boost his chances for 
reélection. One reason why this doesn’t make sense is that while the race is still neck to neck’ against 
incumbent POTUS Joe Biden, he didn’t need such additional boosts, since Democrats Still juxtapose 
on the question whether to support their candidate or urge him to announce to quit the race and 
make space for an alternate candidate, like his VPOTUS Kamala Harris. This, too, will not bother us 
also because of the dynamic nature of public opinion that can change the direction at a whim, after 
just one unfortunate TV appearance or a recent court ruling. Our subject of course is no less bound 
to ubiquitous politicking and the whimsical behaviour of the man with the sudden mood swing— 
his first public Statement after the assassination attempt by Bethel Park local and registered 
Republican (said to have had little interest in politics previous to the shooting that was going to 
backfire on him) Thomas Matthew Crooks sounded almost unifying and transformed—but will be 
analysed on a more general, in part even philosophical, note. In addition, we are also going to draw 
from assessed sources that have been gathered throughout his tenure, particularly from his critics. 
There is of course “Anonymous”, the op-ed author of the New York Times who would later turn out 
to be Miles Taylor, a former official of President Trump’s DHS*. Otherwise, we will also have jour- 
nalists like Bob Woodward—the man who became famous as a junior at the Washington Post cover- 
ing “Watergate”—and Michael Wolff, the man who was the first to foster close relations with officials 
in President Trump’s cabinet and who composed the bestseller “Fire and Fury”, about the first years 


of his tenure. He also wrote a book about his last years and how he didn’t cope with his defeat. 


* The Associated Press (July 15, 2024). Trump survives assassination attempt at campaign rally, as it unfolded. Link: 


https: //apnews.com/live/election-biden-trump-campaign-updates-07-13-2024 


Reed, Adam; Snyder, Myles (July 14, 2024). Pennsylvania State Police Identify Vitims Shot During Attempted Assassi- 


nation of Former President Trump. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania: https://www.pa.gov/en/agencies/psp/news- 


room/pennsylvania-state-police-identify-vidtims-shot-during-attempted.html 


> Cadelago, Christopher (July 09, 2024). Poll finds Biden damaged by debate; with Harris and Clinton best positioned 
to win. POLITICO: https://www.politico.com/news/202.4/07/09/biden-clinton-harris-democrat-poll- 
00166937 


Korte, Gregory; Niquette, Mark (July 06, 2024). Biden Narrows Gap With Trump in Swing States Despite Debate Loss. 


Bloomberg: _ https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/202.4-07-06/biden-narrows-trump-s-election-lead- 


in-key-States-after-debate-poll 


* Niedzwiadek, Nick (October 28, 2020). Former DHS official Miles Taylor reveals himself as Anonymous, who wrote 
critically of Trump. POLITICO: https://www.politico.com/news/2020/10/28/ex-dhs-official-miles-taylor- 


reveals-himself-as-anonymous-who-wrote-critically-of-trump-4 33363 
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Miscellaneous news reports and op-eds by contemporaries and pundits will also cross our ways in 
order to fill in the gaps of our argument, whether that be that it is morally justified to murder Presi- 
dent Trump because he is the next of the tyrannical kin, or not. 

SpeaKing of President Trump personally, we cannot avoid including the Heritage Foundation’s 
“Mandate for Leadership 2025”, even though President Trump has publicly distanced himself from 
them and their programme’, although journalists have pointed out that he maintains close relations 
to some of its members and fixers who in turn try to infiltrate his transition team (if you can call it 
like this already) so that they are finally able to impose their desired policies®. Furthermore, given that 
policy proposals by President Trump have hitherto been scant and his disaffiliation with the Heritage 
Foundation could only be described as lip service, we will assume that they remain the masterminds 
behind the framing of his probable second tenure. Their presence at the Republican National Con- 
vention (RNC) in Milwaukee (WI), which has been described by some spectators as a “crowning cer- 
emony” for President Trump, further proves the point that they won’t let go of their connexions with 
the malleable Republican nominee. And speaKing of the Convention, it goes without saying that we 
have to Start off with his and his VPOTUS’ speeches—we were promised speeches of national unifi- 
cation and calming of the generally heated atmosphere in the public discourse. Neither of those two 
delivered: While J. D. Vance’s speech was not as aggressive and laden with ressentiments as it could 
have been as memory serves us since he has morphed from a President Trump critic to a Trump syc- 
ophant’, he has Still not missed the call to blame Democrats and Joe Biden in particular for the at- 
tempted assassination of his running mate, regardless of the lack of evidence that would prove that 
Biden has provoked that*. (Besides friends’ and family’s admittance that Thomas Matthew Crooks 
has not been particularly interested in politics, the total of his activity comprised of a single donation 
to the Democratic party in 2017 and him being registered as a Republican) Concerning President 
Trump’s speech at the Convention and J. D. Vance’s reference to his motif of unification after the 
assassination, German radio pundits were right to point out that this held up for about half an hour 


during his speech, to then transition into his usual self: The one that sows division, disunity and 


> Svitek, Patrick (July 05, 2024). Trump tries to distance himself from Project 2025, a conservative group’s plan for GOP 


presidency. The Washington Post: https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/202.4/07/05 /trump-project-2025- 


disavowal/ 


° Dent, Alec (July 11, 2024). The campaign denies anything to do with the blueprint for a second term, but his alumni 
are all over it. The Intelligencer [New York Magazine]: https://nymag.com/intelligencer/article/trump-202.4-vs- 


project-2025.html 
’ Williamson, Kevin D. (July 17, 2024). The Infinitely Plastic J.D. Vance. The Dispatch: https://thedispatch.com/arti- 


cle/the-infinitely-plastic-j-d-vance/ 


° “Now consider what they said. They said he was a tyrant. They said he must be stopped at all costs. But how did he respond? 
He called for national unity, for national calm literally right after an assassin nearly took his life.” 
New York Times (July 18,2 024). Read the Transcript of J.D. Vance’s Convention Speech. Link: https://www.ny- 


times.com/202.4/07/17/us/politics/read-the-transcript-of-jd-vances-convention-speech.html 
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radical partisanship’. You could compare this to the first public statement after the assassination at- 
tempt, by incumbent POTUS Joe Biden: In his prime-time address to the nation, he (together with 
his wife Jill) has firstly extended his condolences to the bereaved family of the murdered firefighter 
Corey Comperatore; later on, he has clarified that what needed to be said is that “a former president” 
was shot. “An American citizen killed while simply exercising his freedom to support the candidate 
of his choosing”"’. This was Biden speaKing about his adversary in the presidential race, Donald J. 
Trump. The same man who, during his speech at the Convention, has called Biden the worst president 
in US-American history. Verbatim he said that “if you took the 10 worst presidents in the history of 
the United States, think of it, the 10 worst added them up, they will not have done the damage that 
Biden has done”. Again, so much for national unity and coming together as a nation in those trying 
times. Biden continued with an enquiry to the American people: To cool down in public debates, 
and to not resort to violence because “There is no place in America for this kind of violence or for any 
violence ever. Period. No exceptions”. Such remarks were absent during President Trump’s two-hour 
speech. What he had to remark with regards to division, he could only coat it in unsubstantiated alle- 


gations against the “Democrat (sic!) party”. As he said: 


“We must not criminalize, dissent, or demonize political disagreement, which ts what's been hap- 
pening in our country lately at a level that nobody has ever seen before. In that spirit, the Democrat 


> “As Americans, we are bound together by a single fate and a shared destiny. We rise together or we fall apart. lam running 
to be president for all of America, not half of America, because there ts no victory in winning for half of America. Tonight, 
with faith and devotion, I proudly accept your nomination for President of the United States. Thank you. Thank you. Thank 


you very much.” 


While this could as well be a calendar motto that suited any candidate for presidency in the US, it is the closest he has 
ever come to speaKing for the whole of America rather than just his voter base and affiliates of his party. Perhaps he read 
that off a teleprompter or recounted it by heart from a speech composed by his Staff, but again, prepared speeches for 


campaign events are never genuine or spontaneous, disregarding partisan affiliation. 


“I also spoke to all three families of these tremendous people. Our love and prayers are with them and always will be. 
We're never going to forget them. They came for a great rally. They were serious Trumpsters, I want to tell you. They were 


serious Trumpsters and Sill are.” 


It only took him about a quarter of an hour to share condolences to bereaved families depending on their party 
affiliation. We cannot tell whether he would have had the same feelings, pretended or not, if they had been registered 
Democrats and/or voted for Biden in the last election. Regardless, it’s an unnecessary titbit that Stained his first public 
statement after the assassination attempt. 

A couple of minutes later, he once more reiterated what he has said in our first quote, to then continue with recent 
news concerning his classified-documents case, and it descended from there, after just twenty minutes, in a speech that 
would clock in at about two hours. So much for national unity and the redemption of a culture that has nearly led to his 
assassination, whether he is dominantly responsible for it or not—for the moment. 

You can read his full speech under the following link: https://www.rev.com/blog/transcripts/donald-trump- 


speaks-at-202 4-republican-national-convention 


The White House (July 14, 2024). Remarks by President Biden in Address to the Nation. Link: 
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/202.4/07/14/remarks-by-president-biden-in- 


address-to-the-nation/ 
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Party should immediately stop weaponizing the justice system and labeling thetr political opponent 
as an enemy of democracy, especially since that ts not true. In fact, I am the one saving democracy for 


the people of our country.” 


(Underscores, single and double, mine) 


Special Counsel Robert Mueller III.’s Investigation 

There are some things to unpack here, although we must be careful not to be pernickety with 
President Trump’s remarks to a degree that we haven’t been in Biden’s remarks—on social media, 
some people have picked on the above-cited enquiry that violence did indeed have a place in American 
history, referring for example to John Wilkes Booth’s murder of Abraham Lincoln in the Ford Theatre 
because of his Emancipation Proclamation (you could say that he, as part of the Richmond (SC) 
militia, he felt patronised by the Yankee) Firstly, President Trump claims that the Democratic party— 
exclusively!—weaponised the public discourse by brandishing and demonising dissenters. Whether 
it is because of the format of a speech or because he had no evidence to back his allegation up, he 
didn’t give examples of such weaponisation. Likewise, we remember that Ohio Rep. Jim Jordan’s 
“Select Subcommittee on the Weaponization of the Federal Government” (a Subcommittee he cre- 
ated as part of the House Judiciary Committee) was unable to produce a report proving that the 
Democrats had evidently exploited their powers to initiate an extrajudicial prosecution against then- 
POTUS Donald J. Trump”. He referred of course to the investigation of (Republican) Special Coun- 
sel Robert Mueller II, who infamously concluded that “The evidence we obtained about the Presi- 
dent 's actions and intent presents difficult issues that prevent us from conclusively determining that 
no criminal conduét occurred. Accordingly, while this report does not conclude that the President 
committed a crime, it also does not exonerate him.”” Republicans tried to subsequently expose the 
Special Counsel’s investigation as politically motivated and unsubstantiated, but their Special Coun- 


sel, John Durham, too exited the stage empty-handed as he wrapped his investigation up’’. As the 


" Kolesnik Kris (March 14, 2023). Jordan’s ‘weaponization’ panel is all conclusions, no evidence. The Hill: 


https: //thehill.com/opinion/judiciary/3899312-jordans-weaponization-panel-is-all-conclusions-no-evidence/ 


. Lagree that citing an opinion article helps little to make a point, but after this article has been published, nothing worth- 
while other than a couple of hearings that led nowhere either. I don’t say that conducting hearings during investigations 
were a waste of money, but when one condutts hearings, one should subsequently be able to present a plan on where to 
go and which theses could be underscored because of the hearing. Nothing has been heard from this Subcommittee in 


that regard. 


Mueller III, R. S. (2019). Report on the Investigation into Russian Interference in the 2016 Presidential Election, 


Volumes I and II (Redaéted Version of April 18, 2019). Volume I, page 8. As it reads: 


“The evidence we obtained about the President’s actions and intent presents difficult issues that would need to be resolved 
if we were maKing a traditional prosecutorial judgment. At the same time, if we had confidence after a thorough inves- 
tigation of the facts that the President clearly did not commit obstruction of justice, we would so State. Based on the facts 


and the applicable legal standards, we are unable to reach that judgment. Accordingly, while this report does not condude 


that the President committed a crime, tt also does not exonerate him.” (Underscores mine) 


8 Tucker, Eric; Amiri, Farnoush; Merchant, Nomaan (June 21, 2023). Trump-Russia special counsel Durham at center 


of political clash as he appears before Congress. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/john-durham-trump-russia- 
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house-republicans-b2 4ef8c4b78 1083227009d09d5 sbcse7 . Fair enough, to claim that he left empty-handed is not 
true: His finding of the misuse of FISA has been pointed out by other outlets during his investigation as an important 
finding that needed to be Studied afterwards so that FISA itself could be reformed to avoid future exploitations such as 
they have happened during the Mueller investigation. The problem is that we didn’t learn first-hand from Durham about 
the FBI’s opportunities to survey beyond its purviews thanks to FISA’s status quo ante, but from the so-called Horowitz 


report: 


Wittes, Benjamin (Dec. 26, 2019). Thoughts on the Horowitz Report, Part I: An Introduétion. Lawfare: 


https://www.lawfaremedia.org/article/thoughts-horowitz-report-part-i-introduction 


Internet news portals dedicate to maintaining civil liberties have gone as far as to emphasise that due to FISA’s wide- 
reaching permissions, the FBI was allowed to spy not only on probable suspects of foreign espionage, but also on Ameri- 


can citizens: 


Boehm, Eric (Aug. 31, 2023). FBI Made ‘Inappropriate Use’ of Foreign Surveillance Program To Spy on Americans. 


Reason: https://reason.com/2023/07/3 1/fbi-made-inappropriate-use-of-foreign-surveillance-program-to- 


spy-on-americans/ 


One would think that Republicans were shocked and ready to limit the FBI’s permissions in order to protect from 
the federal government’s overreach in their privacy—they have certainly been appalled when they learnt about the NSA’s 
overreach into American citizens’ private lives: Of the approximately 27 co-sponsors of the “USA Freedom A&t” (H.R. 


2048), ten were Republican. (https://www.congress.govw/bill/114th-congress/house-bill/2048/cosponsors) Still, 


one man was able to tell a good part of Republican Representatives to tank proposed reforms on FISA: The spiritual 


leader of the modern Republican party, POTUS Donald J. Trump: 


Broadwater, Luke; Savage, Charlie (April 10, 2024). After Trump Broadside, Surveillance Bill Collapses in the House. 


New York Times: https://www.nytimes.com/2024/04/10/us/politics/fisa-trump-johnson-house.html 


Coming back to the Durham investigation and its subsequent Report, all that is left to say has already been written 
down in a WaPo opinion piece: It has brought up nothing new to enlighten the American populace on what the Mueller 
investigation has exercised, but it has worked well to be inStrumentalised by the Republican party who tries to paint 


Trump as a victim of governmental overreach in order to malign his person and his tenure, overall his presidential record: 


Waldman, Paul (May 16, 2023). The Durham investigation was a flop. But it’s a propaganda triumph. The Washing- 


ton Post: https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/2023/05/16/durham-investigation-trump-russia/ 


True indeed, the findings were little and insufficient to throw anything major out, thus underwhelming all sides’ 
expectations given the attention that it drew during the performance. As John Durham wrote in the chapter “Complete- 


ness of applications”: 


“The GIG Review concluded that FBI personnel did not give appropriate attention to facts that cut against probable 
cause.’ The FBI has addressed this issue by requiring that both an agent and a supervisor must affirm that OI ‘has been 
apprised of all information that might reasonably call into question the accuracy of the information in the application 
or otherwise raise doubts about the requested probable cause findings or the theory of the case.’ The FBI has also 
pledged that tt ‘will adhere to the rule of law through attention to detail.’ Finally, the Attorney General has directed both 
the FBI and o1 to conduct completeness reviews.” 

(Durham, J. H. (2023). Report on Matters Related to Intelligence Activities and Investigations Arising Out of the 
2016 Presidential Campaigns. United States Department of Justice, Office of Special Counsel. Page 301. Print letters 


the author’s emphases.) 


It is true that FBI agent Carter Page was indicted in consequence of the Durham investigation, as he fabricated parts 


of a document in order to get to investigate Donald Trump on the allegation of foreign collusion sooner (p. 212), but 
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other than that, the big bang was adjourned. Similar charges were brought against Page’s lawyer Kevin Clinesmith (page 
230 ff.) Andrew Sussmann, of the Hillary Clinton electoral campaign, was charged with conspiracies to trigger criminal 
investigations against Donald J. Trump by drawing faux connexions between the Trump electoral campaign and the Rus- 
sian Alfa Bank (Aapcba Bark) (p. 243 ff). The investigation ended up with three indiétments of which only one trans- 
formed into a conviction, namely that of Kevin Clinesmith’s. (Scarcella, Mike (June 28, 2021). Ex-FBI lawyer agrees to 
one-year bar sanétion after conviction. Reuters: https://www.reuters.com/legal/government/ex-fbi-lawyer-agrees- 
one-year-bar-sanction-after-conviCtion-202 1-06-28/) Yet, as you can read in the headline already, he was finally ac- 
quitted, thus rendering the whole investigation much ado about nothing. Sussmann was acquitted later as well. Compare 
this to the consequences of the Mueller Report which has led to the 34 indictments made in relation to the Mueller report, 
many of which have pled guilty and served prison sentences, altering in duration. Think tanks like the CATO Institute, 
on the other hand, concluded that Durham’s personal incapacity have led to the report falling behind its probable capa- 
bilities of such a report by itself, especially with regards to his continuation of Horowitz’ discovery of the FBI’s overreach. 
See: Eddington, P. G. (2023). The Durham Report: Trump’s Vindication? The CATO Institute: 
https://www.cato.org/blog/durham-report-trumps-vindication . Quoi qu’il en soit, Durham’s report has finally 


been nothing more than Republican retaliation against the Democrats for their more successful investigation with Robert 
Mueller, and while to no avail, it has brought Republicans further together under Trump’s banner, ultimately concluding 
that he should become their new chieftain—more than just a party leader, but more of a spiritus rector. The latter term 
may be disputed given that Stephen “Steve” Bannon, his former fixer and the man often described as the intellectual 
pioneer of the US-American new right (he has also recently given another interview in which he has outlined his contri- 
butions to the status quo on the fringe right, reémphasising how he created the man we know as Donald J. Trump today: 
Brooks, David (July o1, 2024). My Unsettling Interview With Steve Bannon. New York Times: https://www.ny- 


times.com/202.4/07/o01/opinion/steve-bannon-trump.html) But given how the former has become the face and the 


namesake of the Republican movement, while the other continues hosting his “War Room” podcast and has otherwise 
disappeared from the face of the public, it makes sense to understand the movement to be Trump’s brainchild, with 
Bannon as the estranged uncle. 

The investigation, since it was a political one after all, not a legal one, has failed to put Trump out of the political 
business; his acquittal in the Senate after the House impeachment has technically rendered the Mueller investigation a 
failure too, although the public’s tenor that Robert Mueller had failed must be contradi¢ted on the basis that he didn’t 
understand himself to be a political investigator—he was not a man with an agenda. Otherwise, he may have omitted the 
above-cited verdict that the existing evidence were insufficient to charge Trump with anything, even though it didn’t ex- 
onerate him either. In a politically heated climate, he maintained sobriety and independence, as anyone could tell who 
had read the report. (Which I did) By the time the report’s contents were to be converted into a vote in Congress, Trump 
already held the party in a tight grip, so that only a few Republican Representatives and Senators were brave enough to 


impeach Trump. 


Senate: https://www.senate.gov/legislative/LIS/roll_call_votes/voter171/vote_117 1 00059.htm (Only 
Mitt Romney of Utah, Richard Burr of North Carolina, Ben Cassidy of Louisiana, Lisa Murkowski of Alaska, Susan 
Collins of Maine, Ben Sasse of Nebraska and Pat Toomey of Pennsylvania have joined their Democratic colleagues in the 
guilty verdict. Sasse and Toomey have since retired from politics, the former has joined the Florida University as its new 


president. In an op-ed for the WSJ, published prior to his departure (Jan 02, 2023, https://www.wsj.com/arti- 


cles /americas-true-divide-pluralists-vs-zealots-power-democracy-partisanship-institutions-twitter-echo- 


chamber-neighbor-1 1672657710), he didn’t condemn the impact Donald Trump had on the tribalism he has kindled 


throughout his presidency, instead resorting to general placeholders, so that the text as a whole remains weak in the knees. 
Mitt Romney has announced that he wouldn’t seek a reélection either, but didn’t announce whether he sought another 


career elsewhere; or perhaps I missed that. 
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meagre results of the Durham Report unfolded before the eyes of Congress as he testified, it turned 
out to be the smoke grenade many Democratic officials expected it to be—as I have said in the foot- 
note, it was nothing more than a Republican vendetta to retaliate the perceptibly unjust and biased 


against Republicans, ignoring that Robert Mueller isa member of the Republican party“. 


After the failed attempt to remove President Trump from office on the basis of the Constitution’s 
Article II, Se€tion 4—“The President, Vice President and all civil Officers of the United States, shall 
be removed from Office on Impeachment for, and Conviction of, Treason, Bribery, or other high 
Crimes and Misdemeanours”—a couple of years have passed and President Trump has been indicted 
on new charges: First of all, there was the old burden of his falsified business records, which amassed 
to 34 in total!> (which also taints the tale that he were an honest and “one of the most successful” 
businessmen in the world, as his VPOTUS J. D. Vance has boasted during his Convention speech) 
The problem was that he simultaneously awaited a ruling from the Supreme Court on the assumption 
that he enjoyed “absolute immunity” while in office, since he was afraid of the ruling in another trial, 
that on the hush money payments he had his former adviser Michael Flynn transfer to adult film star 
Stormey Daniels. What no-one saw coming was the ruling the majority opinion would convey: They 


granted the former president partial immunity, namely in execution of his office’®. Because of this 


House: https://www.congress.gov/bill/117th-congress/house-resolution/24/cosponsors. No Republican 


Representatives co-sponsored the two articles of impeachment. More or less one could say that the House lacks the prow- 


ess of Senators like Romney, the evermore concerned Lisa Murkowski or Susan Collins. 


On the subject of holding Trump to account, we will come back to that in the main text later. But the outlook looks 


bleak even beyond the question whether it were the mark of an upcoming authoritarian, Fascist or dictator. 


* He was also nominated by George W. Bush as the sixth chief of the Federal Bureau of Investigations (FBI), a week before 


9/11. Read: https://www.fbi.gow/history/directors/robert-s-mueller-iii . He was appointed by the Senate after- 


wards, unanimously (with two Senators not voting): https://www.senate.gov/legisla- 


tive/LIS/roll_call_votes/vote1o71/vote_107_1_00272.htm . 1am unfamiliar with any publicly accessible databases 


where one could check the names of members could be checked, so the only trustworthy source we have got is a WaPo 
article from 2001, after he was nominated by George W. Bush, approved by the Senate and finally appointed by Rod 
Rosenstein, another suspect in his aforementioned investigation. Read: Slevin, Peter; Eggen, Dan (Aug. 31, 2001). FBI 


Nominee Lauded for Tenacity. The Washington Post: https://www.washingtonpost.com/archive/poli- 


tics/2001/07/30/fbi-nominee-lauded-for-tenacity/ez012¢09-379¢e-479f-8bd3-8c2aef36152a/. Rosenstein re- 


sisted orders by Trump to fire then-FBI chief James Comey (Robert Mueller III (2019), p. 274), which later led to greater 
pressure against him from other positions (p. 279). His name was later misused to argue that procedures removing Comey 
from office happened at his behest, despite great support inside the FBI of Comey. (p. 284) That means for all the talk 
about how the Democrats manipulated the judiciary system, it is actually Trump and his entourage who kept manipulat- 
ing the judiciary and the executive branch. The former is noticeable especially through Trump’s treatment of secretaries 
ona short leash by not sending them to undergo moot sessions in the Senate to receive full approval, thus no longer being 


just “acting”. We will come back to that later. 


® Balsamo, Mike; Diehl, Caleb (May 29, 2024). Donald Trump was convicted of these 34 felony counts. AP News: 
https://apnews.com/the-charges-against-donald-trump-0000018fc468docbad8fcdfcg3 480000 


‘© Trump v. United States, No. 23-939 (U.S. July 1, 2024). 
From the ruling: 
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ruling, a court has therefore adjourned an awaited trial, awaiting definitions of questions left open by 
the Supreme Court justices so that the ruling could not be challenged on the grounds of misinterpre- 
tations”. The writing wasn’t explicitly on the wall, but many laymen and -women could tell that this 
ruling was only possible because President Trump, during his tenure, was able to nominate three 
judges—Amy Coney Barrett, Brett Kavanaugh, and Neil Gorsuch—thus shifting the majority to the 
right. Biden’s single nomination with Ketanji Brown Jackson didn’t have a stint to bring up against 
that. During a second tenure, he could have a chance to nominate a successor for Clarence Thomas, 
although that is just a rumour. We remember that Ruth Bader Ginsburg held up until a Democrat 
became president to select her successor, which didn’t work; what did work was to show Republican 


hypocrisy once again, when Mitch McConnell showed no resentments against Trump picKing her 


“The President ts not above the law, but under our system of separated powers, the President may not be prosecuted for 
exercising his core constitutional powers, and he is entitled to at least presumptive immunity from prosecution for his 


official acts. That immunity applies equally to all occupants of the Oval Office.” (Page 50) 


Since we have spoken in detail about the special counsel’s investigation and the GOP’s retaliatory investigation led by 
John Durham, the Supreme Court had an opinion on that too, and it reads that the DOJ had no authority appointing 


someone like him because there were no law for him to conduét such an investigation: 


“If there is no law establishing the office that the Special Counsel occupies, then he cannot proceed with this prosecution. A 


private citizen cannot criminally prosecute anyone, let alone a former President.” (Page 53) 


Legal practitioners have pointed out that the justices arguing concurrent to the chief justice’s majority opinion un- 
derStood that Congress outlines presidential authority, but they didn’t seem to have considered that it must likewise limit 
the president’s authority—which makes sense, given that its primary purpose is to check upon the White House. Investi- 
gators have to perform additional work before filing a lawsuit against a criminal president, unlike for any private citizen. 


A lot more arguments have been made in the text: 


Weissmann, Andrew (July 17, 2024). Three Flaws in the Supreme Court’s Decision on Presidential Criminal Im- 


munity. Just Security: https://www.justsecurity.org/9778 1/three-flaws-supreme-court-immunity/ 


But one quote sums the said flaws up quite well—a quote on the disadvantageous vagueness of the applied language, 
using general placeholders in a position where everyone, including legal practitioners, expect a final word on a subject. 


Read: 


“The need for darity was paramount, whereas the Court’s broad and sloppy analysis risks engendering dangerous conduct 


by any future president who shows a lack of restraint or a penchant to test boundaries. It is remarkable that the majority 


Stooped to criticize the lower courts for a lack of thoroughness in their addressing the immunity issue as a result of their 


haste, when the majority opinion is so slapdash even with the fullness of time.” (Underscore mine) 


Weissmann didn’t have to be so diplomatic to speak generally about a “future president” who shows no “lack of 
restraint” or had got a “penchant to test boundaries”: We all know that President Trump would be the first POTUS to 
test the boundaries of this ruling and coerced federal courts to specify what, for example, “core functions” of the presi- 
dential office are. Again: Whereas the ruling offered liberal opportunities for a president to act within the perimeters of 


their office, he partially disarmed Congress on its obligations to check upon their actions. 


” Offenhartz, Jake; Peltz, Jennifer (July 03, 2024). Judge delays Trump’s hush money sentencing until at least September 


after high court immunity ruling. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/trump-hush-money-sentencing-bragg- 


4d5f8ce39965 Gabff72d7c11 4a04060d 
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successor, while he had resentments with regards to then-POTUS Barack Obama picKing a successor 
for recently deceased Antonin Scalia'*. Obama had significantly more time to pick a successor—with 
Merrick Garland, he already had one—and vet him for the moot sessions in the Senate. But ever since 
Trump has served as president, what was previously nothing more than a spleen that broke out when- 
ever Republicans lost power either because their president had been deselected or they lost the major- 
ity in one of the two Congressional chambers. Now, even after Trump is going to depart from active 
politics, this is going to be the standard for the Republican party regardless of their State of power in 
government or parliament. It is therefore nothing more than a sidenote that besides the felony charges 
and the expansion of the president’s immunity in office, that Florida judge Aileen Cannon has dis- 
missed Trump’s case concerning the illegal removal of classified documents from the White House 
to his private domicile in the panhandle state, to Mar-a-Lago”’. Critics have pointed out that Cannon 
acted in bad faith when dismissing the case since she has violated stare decisis of her own cases; she has 
ignored precedence she has created herself’®. This constitutes either poor practice or blind loyalty to 
Donald J. Trump, although the former were easier to argue than the latter. Either one would perhaps 
be sufficient to enquire her disbarment. But I am not qualified to tell whether this were legally possi- 
ble. And as I said, her case was technically nothing more than a sidenote, compared to the previous 
ruling granting Trump immunity for misdeeds in office; the classified-documents case could’ve been 
one that hadn’t been covered by the ruling. After it looked tough for Trump for a period of time, the 
last queue of court rulings has bolstered his security and near-immunity from criminal investigations, 
ie. being held accountable for his offences. Cynically speaKing, if Trump became a full-blown au- 
thoritarian or worse, he didn’t have to dismantle the judiciary system since as a president, he already 
has got the authority to appoint judges on federal courts, he could shape the future of the law to his 


liking”. Not that it had been all that necessary, given the numerous ethical controversies a couple of 


'8 Baker, Peter; Haberman, Maggie (Sep 18, 2020). McConnell Vows Vote on Ginsburg Replacement as Her Death Up- 


ends the 2020 Race. New York Times: https://www.nytimes.com/2020/09/18/us/politics/mitch-mcconnell-su- 


preme-court-ruth-bader-ginsburg.html 


Nakamura, David; Eilperin, Juliet (February 16, 2016). Obama rejects GOP calls to let next president choose Scalia’s 


successor. The Washington Post: https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/obama-rejects-gop-calls-to-let-next- 


president-choose-scalias-successor/201 6/02/16/30a8a48a-d4fs-1 1e5-b195-2e29a4e13425 Story.html 


® United States of America v. Donald J Trump, Waltine Nauta and Carlos de Oliveira, 23-80101-CR Cannon (S. Dist. 
FL 2024). 


” Rosenzweig, Paul (July 15, 2024). Judge Cannon Has Gotten It Completely Wrong. The Atlantic: 
https://www.theatlantic.com/ideas/archive/2024/07/cannon-dismissed-trump-classified-docu- 


ments/679023/ 


*! Law, D. S. (2004). Appointing Federal Judges: The President, the Senate, and the Prisoner's Dilemma. Cardozo L. Rev., 
26, 479. Perm. Link: https://digital.sandiego.edu/lwps_public/art24 
For those uninterested in the above-cited article, one quick piece of information: The president is obliged by the 


Constitution’s Article II, Section 2, Clause 2 to: 
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Supreme Court justices have produced in the past few months”, the foremost of them being Clarence 
Thomas, a George Bush appointee who, by his age, could resign within the next presidential tenure, 


whether that be Biden or Trump. 


“[...] make Treaties, provided two thirds of the Senators present concur; and he shall nominate, and by and with the 


Advice and Consent of the Senate, shall appoint Ambassadors, other public Ministers and Consuls, Judges of the supreme 
Court, and all other Officers of the United States, whose Appointments are not herein otherwise provided for, and which 
shall be established by Law: but the Congress may by Law vest the Appointment of such inferior Officers, as they think 


proper, in the President alone, in the Courts of Law, or in the Heads of Departments”. (Underscore mine) 


Again, I am not qualified to discuss subjects concerning law, neither my own country’s, nor a different country’s, 
since all that I could produce were half-baked and riddled with misunderstandings of the legal code applicable. But it 
comes to no surprise that presidents are corroborated when asked to pick judges or justices since they may have to proba- 
bly, eventually rule against them when they Step across the line of legality. It is safe to say that the justices will fulfil their 
position as impartial arbiters even against those who have granted them their place at the bar, but the presidents will 
obviously pick their favourites as they deem appropriate with regards to future legal drafts that need to stand manifest 
upon precedence and Stare decisis. To have a justice who will guarantee a positive notice is a welcome assurance. The 
problem is that this way, more qualified candidates will be put aside and inferiorly qualified candidates will enjoy prefer- 
ences not based on their qualifications but because they were better at currying favours with the incumbent president. 
My solution would thus be to leave appointing juStices to the professionals, such as national bar associations. A similar 


suggestion has earlier been made by The International Bar Association: 


Gardner, Carl (Feb 16, 2018). Politicians should not pick judges, and nor should judges. International Bar Associa- 
tion: https://www.ibanet.org/article/EC8AB2DD-4D62-4ACC-9698-BAA48EFBECF6 


~ Elliott, Justin; Kaplan, Joshua; Mierjeski, Alex (June 13, 2024). Harlan Crow Provided Clarence Thomas at Least 3 
Previously Undisclosed Private Jet Trips, Senate Probe Finds. ProPublica: https://www.propublica.org/article/cla- 


rence-thomas-harlan-crow-private-jet-flights-senate-investigation-scotus 


Elliott, Justin; Kaplan, Joshua; Mierjeski, Alex; Murphy, Brett (Dec. 18, 2023). A “Delicate Matter”: Clarence Thomas’ 
Private Complaints About Money Sparked Fears He Would Resign. ProPublica: https://www.propublica.org/arti- 


cle/clarence-thomas-money-complaints-sparked-resignation-fears-scotus 


Elliott, Justin; Kaplan, Joshua; Mierjeski, Alex (Sep. 22, 2023). Clarence Thomas Secretly Participated in Koch Network 


Donor Events. ProPublica: https://www.propublica.org/article/clarence-thomas-secretly-attended-koch-broth- 


ers-donor-events-scotus 


Murphy, Brett; Mierjeski, Alex (August 10, 2023). Clarence Thomas’ 38 Vacations: The Other Billionaires Who Have 


Treated the Supreme Court Justice to Luxury Travel. ProPublica: https://www.propublica.org/article/clarence-tho- 


mas-other-billionaires-sokol-huizenga-novelly-supreme-court 


Becker, Jo; Tate, Julie (August 05, 2023). Clarence Thomas’s $267,230 R.V. and the Friend Who Financed It. New York 


Times: https://www.nytimes.com/2023/08/05/us/clarence-thomas-rv-anthony-welters.html 


VanSickle, Abbie; Eder, Steve (July 09, 2023). Where Clarence Thomas Entered an Elite Circle and Opened a Door to the 


Court. New York Times: https://www.nytimes.com/2023/07/09/us/clarence-thomas-horatio-alger-associa- 


tion. html 


Elliott, Justin; Kaplan, Joshua; Mierjeski, Alex (June 20, 2023). Justice Samuel Alito Took Luxury Fishing Vacation With 
GOP Billionaire Who Later Had Cases Before the Court. ProPublica: https://www.propublica.org/article/samuel- 


alito-luxury-fishing-trip-paul-singer-scotus-supreme-court 
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Slodysko, Brian; Tucker, Eric July 11, 2023). Supreme Court Justice Sotomayor’s staff prodded colleges and libraries to 


buy her books. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/supreme-court-sotomayor-book-sales-ethics-colleges- 


b2cb93493f927f995829762cb8338co2 


It was important to cite all of those cases known to me—I don’t assume that I have hereby listed all of the incidents 
involving bribery of Supreme Court justices, but even with this inexhaustive list, the point should be clear: Throughout 
the past two years, nearly half of all sitting justices have shown signs of lack of ethical behaviour, with Thomas champion- 
ing all of them with his deepened relationship with Harlan Crow. The problem is that the avoidance of bribery and gifts 
is only assumed but not legally enforced when it comes to justices, whereas politicians risk legal prosecution when it 
should be exposed that they accepted gifts from outsiders, particularly from political functionaries. Former secretary of 
State Madeleine Albright has mentioned that in her memoirs “Hell and other Destinations” when she speaks about the 
composition of her book “Read my pins”: She was not allowed to accept some of the brooches she was offered as gifts as 
this would have otherwise put her impartiality into question. (Madeleine Albright & Bill Woodward (auths.); Thomas 
Wollermann €& Bernhard Jendricke (transls.) (2020). Die Hélle und andere Reiseziele. Eine Autobiografie im 21. 
Jahrhundert. Kéln: Verlag Dumont. Seite 251) The fact that no such authority does not exist for judges and justices is 


therefore all the more appalling. Compare this to Germany, where it says in § 33 , paragraph 2, StGB, that 


»Lin Richter, Mitglied eines Gerichts der Europdischen Union oder Schiedsrichter, der einen Vorteil fur sich oder einen 
Dritten als Gegenleistung daftr fordert, sich versprechen lafst oder annimmt, dafs er eine rithterlithe Handlung 
vorgenommen hat oder kuinftig vornebme und dadurch seine richterlithen Pflichten verletat hat oder verletzen wiirde, 
wird mit Frethettsstrafe von einem Jabr bis zu zehn Jabren bestraft. 2In minder sthweren Fallen wt die Strafe 


Frethettsstrafe von sechs Monaten bis zu frinf Jabren.“ 


No underscores were set since this whole law outlines both the criminal offences and what is the consequence thereof. 
The question now of course is: Who prosecutes the justices? Naturally, this obligation befalls the executive forces, and 
other judges who have not fallen from grace with the code of their profession will have to rule over them. The US, one 
could argue, therefore didn’t have to Start from scratch but instead could learn from both their allies and their neighbours. 


Canada too is ahead of them: In their criminal code (§ 119, paragraph (r), letter (a) (R.S.C., 1985, c. C-46)), it reads that 


“being the holder of a judicial office, or being a member of Parliament or of the legislature of a province, directly or 
indirectly, corruptly accepts, obtains, agrees to accept or attempts to obtain, for themselves or another person, any money, 
valuable consideration, office, place or employment in respect of anything done or omitted or to be done or omitted by 


them tn thetr official capacity, or...” 


It may sound outrageous that the US hitherto haven’t followed suit in writing law that criminalised accepting bribes 
as a justice when the same is already an illegal offence when we speak about “inferior” public officials, as another case has 
recently shown us. Because, in adding the salt of irony into the wound of crumbling confidence in the US’ legal system, 
in the ruling “Snyder v. United States, 144 S. Ct. 587 (U.S. 2024)”, the Supreme Court has ruled 6—3, alongside percep- 
tibly partisan lines, that the scope for anti-bribery laws must be limited on the basis of a mere error by the composers of 
the law who, in the opinion of justice Brett Kavanaugh (ibid., at page 9) differentiated between a bribery and a gratuity, 


and that it were furthermore outrageous if both crimes were charged equally harsh. As the justice has written: 


“We cannot readily assume that Congress authorized a 2-year sentence for, say, a Cabinet Secretary who accepts an un- 
lawful gratuity while authorizing a 10-year sentence on a local school board member who accepts an identical gratuity. 
What sense would that make? In short, the inexplicable anomalies ushered in by the Government’s approach powerfully 
demonstrate that §666 is a bribery Statute.” (ibid., page 10) 


With all that we have written now about the Supreme Court’s decreasing credibility and impartiality, we cannot deny 
that this makes sense in terms of structure: Assuming that those two crimes are just one with synonymous names, it 


doesn’t make sense to charge one criminal harsher than the other because the charges read barely different. 
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Kavanaugh goes on to also point out that federal States laid out permissions for gratuities differently and handled 
them differently too. But the major point that followed at the near end of his opinion is the following sentence, which 
again makes a good point about the fuss that has been created in news reports—upon whose bandwagon I hopped in the 


beginning since it fit so neatly into the narrative we have pursued up until there: 


“The Government offers no clear federal rules for state and local officials. So how are state legislators, city council mem- 
bers, school board officials, building, [...] and the entire army of 19 million State and local officials to know what ws 


acceptable and what is criminalized by the Federal Government? They cannot. The Government’s so-called guidance 
would leave state and local officials entirely at sea to guess about what gifts they are allowed to accept under federal law, 


with the threat of up to 10 years in federal prison if they happen to guess wrong. That ws not how federal criminal law 


works.” (Page 12-13. Underscores mine.) 


Kavanaugh therefore has just used a lot of words to point out that the government, with the state of § 666 as it has 
been during the period of this ruling, created an incomprehensible, inapplicable law that threatened to put (or has already 
put) many people in gaol simply because people incorrectly interpreted the law on gratuities, or law enforcement were 
free to interpret it as they wished, and depending on who they apprehended on (false) charges of bribery. So, while the 
timing may have been perceptibly awful as the Supreme Court’s own skeletons Still lied in the closet, for everyone to see. 
But the ruling itself is clean and apparent, as it should be. Still, there should be no denial that what Clarence Thomas has 
received by beneficiaries like Harlan Crow did not constitute a gratuity: An article we have not yet shared above shows 


that the gifts handed out between Crow and Thomas equalled a tit-for-tat: 


Kaplan, Joshua; Elliott, Justin; Mierjeski (May 04, 2023). Clarence Thomas Had a Child in Private School. Harlan 


Crow Paid the Tuition. ProPublica: https://www.propublica.org/article/clarence-thomas-harlan-crow-pri- 


vate-school-tuition-scotus 


Thomas is an exemplary case of political corruption, and all three: the Supreme Court, Congress and the DOJ could 
use this as an equal example of how to deal with corruption within the judiciary system. It is true that it must remain 
untouchable in order to maintain its independence, but this does not mean that it were immune to prosecution itself 
when its members Stepped upon the wrong path. An apple becomes inedible once the core is rotten. 

There are also two incidents concerning not the reception and acceptance of gifts but of public speeches justice Sam- 
uel Alito gave on politically loaded subjeét. He didn’t speak in his funétion as a Supreme Court justice, but as I will reit- 
erate hereunder, judges justices are supposed to be impartial arbiters and therefore not expected to express their opinions 
on topics that could later become subject to their own work. Yet since there are no entities that could prosecute them or 
at least sanction such off-limits misbehaviour, he ran his mouth nonetheless, adding to what we will later on describe as a 
crumbling facade of confidence in the justice syStem’s function as a check on the political parties. We do speak of being 


tried by one’s kin and one’s peers, but those words were never meant to be taken literally. Read: 


Golde, Kalvis (Nov. 13, 2020). At Federalist Society convention, Alito says religious liberty, gun ownership are under 


attack. SCOTUS Blog: https://www.scotusblog.com/2020/1 1 /at-federalist-society-convention-alito-says-reli- 


gious-liberty-gun-ownership-are-under-attack/ 


Gerstein, Josh (July 28, 2022). Alito mocks foreign critics of Supreme Court abortion ruling. POLITICO: 


https://www.politico.com/news/2022/07/28/alito-mocks-foreign-critics-of-ruling-00048607 


And then, there was also the case of the “Appeal to Heaven” flag. For starters who have been out of the loop and 
therefore do not know what has happened: Ata vacation residence of the Alitos, a flag was flown showing a pine tree on 
white ground with the words “Appeal to Heaven” written in an all-caps serif font above the tree. The flag harkens back to 
the time of the founding fathers and New England still being a crown colony, the phrase itself was picked up from John 
Locke’s second volume of the groundbreaKing “Two Treatises on Government”, the tractate upon which the Declaration 


of Independence and the Constitution as a whole should later be based. Reading Locke (ch. III, sect. 21), we understand 
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We must return to the two aforementioned quotes from the incumbent and the former presi- 
dents, Biden and Trump. We will treat the speeches’ respective pieces of interest separately because 
they are of interest for different reasons: For Biden, it’s his Statement that violence had no place in the 
United States, and for Trump that it were the Democrats who used violent language to vilify their 
political opponents because of disagreements. 

First of all, the Biden quote: I have already mentioned that there are historical precedents of vio- 
lence that have shaken up US history: The Lincoln murder by John Wilkes Booth, the Southern mi- 
litiaman; the murder of Martin Luther King Jr. by James Earl Ray (we are not going to steep into the 
conspiracy theories claiming that Earl Ray had been an FBI agent); the near-assassination of Ronald 


Reagan by John Hinckley” (who, upon release from prison, has Started composing folk music and 


that war were ought to be avoided by appealing to heaven when there were no authority on earth upon which to appeal 


for relief. A couple of pages further, in chapter XIV, section 168, we read that 


“The people have no other remedy in this, as in all other cases where they have no judge on earth, but to appeal to heaven: 


for the rulers, in such attempts, exercising a power the people never put into thetr hands, (who can never be supposed to 


consent that any body should rule over them for their harm) do that which they have not a right to do.” (Underscores 


mine) 


And it may be this quote to which those who hoist this ancient flag may refer to if they had ever read Locke and 
didn’t just refer to the historic precedence that the founding fathers created. (Although one could opine that Alito, who 
calls the Yale Law School his alma mater, has likely read Locke) The symbolism today means to refute Joe Biden’s authority 
by the will of the people, it is in the end nothing more than another flag appropriated by President Trump acolytes who 
enjoined the “Big Lie” that the 2020 general election had been stolen from them by various means. The problem is that, 
as I have said a couple of lines before, judges and justices are not supposed to express political opinions in public given 
that all eyes and ears are on them whilst they have to maintain their presumably impartial behaviour and thinKing. No- 
one alleges those who have opinions of mind crimes: As humans who enjoy the same rights as everyone else, including 
the right to free speech and voting as they will, they cannot be denied siding with either a Republican, Democratic or 
third-party presidential candidate. But unlike normal citizens with less legally impactful jobs, expressing one’s opinion 
can lead to calls for their recusal from certain rulings because they could no longer be expected to have a non-biased opin- 
ion on the subject matter and/or the plaintiff or the defendant. This was also exactly what has happened after reports 
emerged about Alito’s choice of flag, although he has roundly waved off all such calls. (Chung, Andrew; Kruzel, John 
(May 29, 2024). US Supreme Court's Alito rejects calls to recuse in 2020 election-related cases. Reuters: 
https://www.reuters.com/legal/us-supreme-court-justice-alito-rejects-calls-recuse-2020-election-cases-202.4- 
05-29/) 


In the end, as I have written above, it should not depend upon a (seemingly) corrupt judge or justice to decide whether 


they act upon benevolence for the nation or choose to Stick to their office and cash in grand salaries every month while 
producing rulings whose impartiality must occasionally be put into question because they were perhaps known to receive 
grateful bribes to show leniency towards a defendant. This could turn normally serious and respected bars into kangaroo 
courts. Such things must not happen, and therefore, as I have written, there need to be supreme entities that have got the 


power to unseat justices on the basis of an applicable legal code. 


*3 We are going to come to Donald J. Trump’s history of violent rhetoric and the consequences thereof in a minute, but 
as we know, Reagan was a Republican as well. Both tried to appeal to Christian voter bases and succeeded to varying 
degrees. What we can tell thirdly is that unlike Trump, Reagan was a believing Christian who has read his gospel. Besides 
public appearances, we can also tell because in his diary entry for March 31, 1981, he has reminisced the fatal incident in 


which he nearly died. Therein, he wrote that he didn’t hate “the young man” (he was unfamiliar with his name at the time 
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also condemned the assassination attempt of Donald J. Trump™); the US as a whole have got a history 
of political violence that would collectively contradict Biden’s feelgood answer to the assassination 
attempt”. What one could question is whether America were different from other Western nations— 
in the end, it is one of the few Western nations who had to gain independence (“WeStern” hereby 
meaning not only the geographical location or global hemisphere, but also the Status of a first-world 


nation; for this reason, México would not count whereas Canada does) from another nation, it being 


of this writing) and instead compared him to the “lost sheep” of God’s flock, and that he “began to pray for his soul and 
that he would find his way back to the fold”. (https://www.reaganfoundation.org/ronald-reagan/white-house-di- 


aries/diary-entry-03311981/) (Del Quentin Wilber (2011), page 21 ) also wrote that Reagan had hoped that the 


shooter had been a KGB agent, but at least he didn’t make this Statement public, as all Trump Republicans have done 
after the shooting against the presidential candidate) Reagan has written that the single bullet that Hinckley managed to 
ricochet into Reagan had punétured his lung, so that he was closer to death than President Trump has been throughout 
the entire incident in Butler, PA. Still, the whole of noteworthy Republican officials within the President Trump cam- 
paign were quick to sow baseless allegations against Democrats who persecuted Trump and wanted to see him dead. 
One could think that Trump’s popularity is now going to soar because he had survived an assassination attempt, 
referring to Reagan’s sudden rise in popularity after his shooting—as Quentin Wilber has pointed out, it rose “from 59 
percent in mid-March to 73 percent within days of the shooting” —a rise that Trump had yet to experience as his popu- 
larity has been Stalling for months now, head to head with—as we have learnt around 2 pm EST—Biden who has an- 
nounced that he was not going to run for reélection. Yet Trump is lacKing something that was natural to Reagan: Charm- 


ing and appeal. As Quentin Wilber has noted with reference to political analyst David Broder: 


“As long as people remember the hospitalized president joshing his doctors and nurses—and they will remember—no 


critic will be able to portray Reagan as a cruel or callous or heartless man.” Three decades later, Broder stood by that 


assessment. “He was politically untouchable from that point on,” Broder said in an interview. “He became a mythic 


figure.” 
(Quentin Wilber, Del (2011). Rawhide Down. The Near Assassination of Ronald Reagan. New York City: Henry 


Holt and Co. Page 220. Underscores mine.) 


> 


As we will learn later, it would become hard to paint Trump in a way that Reagan could be painted, even though he 
too was not averse to politically loaded language, such as when he spoke about “Welfare Queens” with reference to long- 
term unemployed women or “Wetbacks” when speaKing about Mexicans who travelled across the border to work as sea- 
sonal farmhands. But those have been slips of the tongue compared to the concurrent malice that Trump has executed 
with every public action, starting with his litany of lies. Trump has zealously worked on his image as a partisan ringleader, 
so that even the 20 minutes of national unification of the above-cited Convention speech could not change the picture. 
While Reagan was not everyone’s favourite man, he Still was able to Start off nearly Go percent and improve that to little 
more than two thirds of the populations. Those are numbers that currently, either party could only dream of. But at least 
for Trump there is a good reason for why he is unable to surpass the mark of 50 percent, and it’s not manipulative mass 


media or foreign collusion linked to Hillary Clinton’s emails. 


*4 John Hinckley (2023). Redemption [Album]. Asbestos Records. 
Lavine, Owen (July 17, 2024). Reagan’s Attempted Assassin, John Hinckley Jr. Condemns Trump’s Would-Be Assassin. 
The Daily Beast: https://www.thedailybeast.com/reagans-attempted-assassin-john-hinckley-jr-condemns- 


trumps-assassin 


** Ruane, Michael E.; Javaid, Maham (July 14, 2024). A look at America’s long history of presidential assassination at- 
tempts. The Washington Post: https://www.washingtonpost.com/history/202.4/07/14/trump-assassination-lin- 


coln-kennedy/ 
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a Western one too. But Americans hold dearly to their history of popular upheaval and their right to 
overthrow disliked rulers and governments, even though it has never happened after their revolution 
against the English crown, at least until Trump—allegedly—ordered the hyped crowd in front of 
Capitol hill that they had to “fight like hell” or else they wouldn’t “have a country anymore”**. Many 
have interpreted this speech as a direct call to action, to Storm the Capitol and prevent Biden’s inau- 
guration. Anything that has happened during this storm is now history and therefore well-known, so 
that we do not need to recount this. The question inStead is whether the assessment is right and 
Trump has explicitly The articles of the second impeachment have said so, but those could as well be 
deemed politically biased and not worthy of a critical analysis. Luckily, there are also an analyses com- 
posed with more academic rigour”’. The Ntontis et al. Study firstly hints towards the common “Us 
vs. Them” theme that Trump has served for the entirety of his first tenure and even before that. One 
of the enemies he has assailed most often, besides the Democratic party and its functionaries, is the 
free press, which has also been the target in the beginning and the middle part of his speech on Capitol 
Hill. Throughout the six years of campaigning and his presidency, he has attacked renowned outlets 
like the New York Times and The Washington Post for their dominantly negative coverage, which he 
has repeatedly declared to be “the enemy of the people”**. His language has led to Rep. Steve Daines 
of Montana body-checKing a Guardian journalist and an imminent bomb threat against the CNN 
headquarters in Atlanta, GA. Journalists of Newsweek and other outlets have been imprisoned 
within the halls of Capitol Hill during the 2021 insurrection. Altogether, there have been more than 
1,900 tweets by Trump targeting journalists and journalistic organisations, with more than 100 indi- 
vidual journalists he has selected of the whole mass”. Only during his presidency has an incumbent 
press spokeswoman ordered the removal of a journalist’s—Jake Tapper of CNN—credentials, an ac- 
tion that even Fox News had to condemn, although we know what their opinion of CNN is. One 


couldn’t expect that a president were favourable of journalists’ work during their tenure—we all 


*6 Blake, Aaron (January 11, 2021). What Trump said before his supporters Stormed the Capitol, annotated. The Wash- 
ington Post: https://www.washing tonpost.com/politics/interactive/202 1/annotated-trump-speech-jan-6-capi- 
tol/ 


*” Ntontis, E., Jurstakova, K., Neville, F., Haslam, S. A., 9 Reicher, S. (2024). A warrant for violence? An analysis of 
Donald Trump's speech before the US Capitol attack. British Journal of Social Psychology, 63(1), 3-19. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjso.12679 


Portis, J. L. (2023). Interpreting Obstruction: The Capital Riot & Donald Trump. Stan. L. Rev. Online, 76, 89. Link: 


https://www.stanfordlawreview.org/online/interpreting-obstruction-the-capitol-riot-donald-trump/ 


*8 A phrase he has coined for the first time on February 17, 2017, referring to a couple of broadcasting Stations and his 


arch nemesis, the New York Times: https://web.archive.org/web/20240721203918/https://x.com/real- 
DonaldTrump/status/8 32.7082.935 16632065 


»” Downie Jr, L., &% Sugars, S. (2020). The Trump administration and the media. Committee to Protect Journalists, April, 


16. Link: https://cpj.org/reports/2020/04/trump-media-attacks-credibility-leaks/ 
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remember Nixon’s VPOTUS Spiro Agnew calling journalists “Nagging nabobs of negativism” dur- 
ing a speech at a Convention, and Nixon himself called the press “the enemy”*°— 


Marvin Kalb’s verdict for Democracies therefore hits the nail on the head*!: 


“‘The press spreads facts and opinions, holds governments to account, serves as a loop for getting infor- 
mation from the public back to the government, sparks endless discussions about the rights and 


wrongs of society, and ensures the survival and strength of democratic rule. Hence, when a threat 


arises against a free press, it 1s a problem not just for journalists but for every citizen who wants in- 


formation free from government control. Trump’s nonstop attacks on the press—on the failing New 


York Times,’ for example, or on reporters as ‘the most dishonest people in the world’—constitute a 


direct challenge to American democracy, the most serious challenge a president has ever hurled at the 


pres.” 


It was often used as a catchphrase referring to people who had no problem with governmental 
surveillance programmes that “those who have got nothing to hide don’t need to worry about gov- 
ernmental surveillance”. The problem is that while the term has been excessively overused, often in 
misled ways, a mainland Chinese condition were certainly Orwellian. Likewise, presidents—the men, 
women and non-binary persons (while the latter two have never happened so far, it is not out of the 
ballpark) in the nation’s highest position—raise eyebrows when they go publicly against the journal- 
i&ts who need to check upon them as the fifth pillar of public government, who help the populace 
make informed decisions during the elections and how to evaluate the work of their national, federal 
and municipal governments. Without journalists, a populace becomes numb and sheepish because it 
is ignorant of what is acfually happening, beyond official press releases praising the governments 
goodness and dedication to its people. For example, what can we believe the mainland Chinese pop- 
ulace to have learnt about the economic conditions in their country when they have heard the 
speeches at the party’s last compendium? According to the official transcript, next to nothing, besides 
a few clandestine words where the current economic downturn was barely hinted. Besides sharing an 
official transcript, the “China Daily”, the “Global Times” and the “Shanghai Daily” would never have 
dared to criticise the compendium or the State of the national economy as a whole. Therefore, the 


people were likelier to judge their officials’ work as positive than they would do if there were a free 


3° Vice President SPIRO T. AGNEW, address to the California Republican State convention, San Diego, California, 
September 11, 1970.—Congressional Record, September 16, 1970, vol. 116, p. 32017 

Nixon held the same opinion of the press, as he had made it clear during a call with his national security adviser 
Henry Kissinger and several of his advisers. Verbatim he said that “The press is the enemy”. While Kissinger said that there 
were “no question on that”, Nixon doubled down on this classification by adding professors and “the eStablishment” to 


that list too. (https://www.nixonlibrary.gov/white-house-tapes/823/conversation-82 3-001 -- around the 43rd mi- 


nute) 


New York Times (Dec 03, 2008). Nixon’s the one Still preoccupied with enemies. Link: 


https://www.nytimes.com/2008/12/03/world/americas/o3iht-nixon.1.183 5 6903.html 


3! Kalb, M. (2018). Enemy of the people: Trump's war on the press, the new McCarthyism, and the threat to American 
democracy. BrooKings Institution Press. Page 127. 
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press that could ask critical questions and poke open wounds. A free press were moreover able to leak 
whistleblower reports from inside and publish investigative reports on internal corruption. Alto- 
gether, a free press creates politically mature citizens who are in turn able to make mature decisions 
on governance, even though we could open the question of whether it suffices to leave citizens the 
only opportunity of voting for a party or person once in four years, with the only other options to 
get engaged being either on municipal boards or superior levels, which would eventually require one 
to become a full-time politician. Of course there are extrapolitical options like clubs and loose civilian 
organisations, but otherwise, the landmark decisions will be felled by the government elected for four 
to five years, if not longer, and with no checks and balances outside of parliamentary or court halls. 
The citizens on their end have few to no checks to impose upon the government. Hence, even consid- 
ering that a certain ruler did not pursue to become a tyrant [...], they already hold great powers from 
the get-go. In countries like the US, no compromises need to be made to form a coalition government 
either, so that this check falls away in addition. There must therefore be little interest to acquiesce even 
more powers, but it happens nonetheless, as we have seen with autocrats and despots like Orban 
Viktor in Hungary or Recep Tayyip Erdogan in Turkey, proving that human hunger for power be- 
comes near unsatisfiable unless the totality has been accomplished. But even though it would be fit- 
ting, we shall not discuss the question of power through hierarchical systems and how it aligns (or 
doesn’t align) with human nature as a whole in this text. Instead, we want to focus on the question 
of tyrannicide, whether is ethical in certain cases that do not match the pitch perfect example of the 
likes of a Mussolini, Franco, or Hitler, and whether Trump was “sufficiently tyrannic” to redeem 
Matthew Crooks in the courts of ethics. But in order to answer the latter question, we need to dive 
further into the Trumpian playbook. And what else could help us more than (1) looKing back into 
his first tenure, (2) skimming through his campaign speeches for the reélection (because it seems un- 
common for US elections to publish an electoral programme), and—the most valuable source— 
checKing what the Heritage Foundation’s “Project 2025: A Mandate for Leadership” has got to say, 
even though Trump half-heartedly attempted to distance himself from the foundation and its “Con- 


servative” manifesto*. 


» There is no need to elaborate on why “Conservative” was placed in between quotation marks: Unless one argued in bad 
faith from the Start, it should be clear that neither President Trump, nor today’s Heritage Foundation or today’s 
Claremont Institute had any serious dealings with the Conservative franchise. As we will learn later, once we work 
through relevant chapters of the “Mandate for Leadership”, this is more about an authoritarian grasp for power, conse- 
quentially the expansion of the federal government and political interventions in its personnel, two features that are in- 
compatible with US Conservatism. 

Trump didn’t only distance himself half-heartedly from the Foundation’s plans for his presidency because he implic- 
itly approves of their plans, but also because his own Staffers have contributed to its composition, all of which are still part 


of his campaign and transition team, for example Brian LaCivita or his campaign spokeswoman Katherine Leavitt: 


Dent, Alec (July 21, 2024). The campaign denies anything to do with the blueprint for a second term, but his alumni 


are all over it. The Intelligencer [New York Magazine]: https://nymag.com/intelligencer/article/trump-2024- 


vs-project-2025.html 
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The Donald J. Trump Presidency, 2016 — 2020 

Let’s Start with fallout from his first tenure: The most egregious, although not illegal or in any way 
authoritarian, tempo was to never fully employ any secretary, and instead leave them all in the state of 
an “acting” position. As President Trump said himself, he wanted to always be able to fire them as he 
liked, without undergoing the arduous process of firing®®. He likes it to be as plain and simple as it 
was during his reality-'V-show gigs, where he just had to point a finger and say “You’re fired!” It 
comes at no surprise that he, out of everyone in the Republican party, appeals to authoritarian gov- 
ernance. After we have already spoken about his deteStation of the free press because they reported 
about his performance in office and his individual actions which often left him in a bad light, there is 
another arch nemesis that needs to be highlighted although it is obvious who we’re talKing about: 
The Democratic party; or, as he eventually began to call him—and as his party peers followed suit, 
regardless of how childish it sounds—: the “Democrat Party”. If there is one thing that authoritarians 
of any colour don’t need, it’s a naysayer next to them who tries to obstruct their ways and means. But 
the US’ party system has historically ended up to be dominated by two political honchos and a few 
irrelevant third parties with only the chance to a few municipal seats but with fewer chances to win 
seats in Congress than Independents who decide to caucus with either the Republican or the Demo- 
cratic party. (Think, for example, of longtime Senator Bernie Sanders of Vermont or Senator Mike 
King of Maine) There is a lot of disappointment for the state in which the system is now, and some 


Americans with no experience of European conditions, particularly in the West and Central-West, 


It is the same situation as it has already been during the Special Counsel’s investigation on the question of whether 
Trump codperated with Russia in order to boost his campaign by seeKing compromising material in Hillary Clinton’s 
emails: Trump has never done anything criminal himself, he always had a cadre of employees who would take care of the 
dirty work, and who would often go to gaol for that later. 

He did say twice in public that he didn’t “know anything about” Project 2025, but in the end, he propelled its pop- 
ularity amongst his peers and didn’t need to know about its specifics anyway since he would funétion as an enabler and 
puppet whose strings were pulled by fixers in the background—like Stephen Bannon during his first tenure—and his 
secretaries, particularly men like Stephen Miller, again during his first tenure, where he masterminded the restrictive and 


at times inhumane border policies. On Trump’s implicit support for “Project 2025”, read: 


Ferguson, Jesse (July 25, 2024). How Trump Supercharged Project 2025— Whether He Wanted To or Not. TIME 
Magazine: https://time.com/7003383/trump-supercharged -project-202 5-essay/ 


33 While others have argued that he does that because he couldn’t move many of his secretaries past the vetting process 
and many would not have received Senate approval. A third group of opinionators say that he likes to micromanage his 


cabinet and not allow anyone but himself to appoint subordinate officials. 


Shoop, Tom (Feb 28, 2017). Why Trump Has Made So Few Appointments. Government Executive: 


https://www.govexec.com/federal-news/2017/02/why-trump-has-made-so-few-appointments/135761/ 


This argument would align with one of the proposals forwarded by the Heritage Foundation: In its manifesto, as we 
will learn later on, it says that unelected governmental officials should be fired at large and replaced with a selection by the 
President himself. Such policies were indeed textbook authoritarian, as the President thereby were enabled to introduce 
his own cronies into key positions within the government and therefore infiltrate Strings of the public government that 
were neither meant to be politically manipulated, nor be penetrated by the president himself as that meant greater influ- 


ence on the government as a whole, consequently less political independence and impartiality. 
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wished that there were more parties, like in the Netherlands, France or Germany (their minds could 
possibly change when they learnt what difficulties arose from such variegation, or how their electoral 
systems create hindrances for smaller parties to gain seats in their parliaments), where up to 37 parties 
are up for vote and half a dozen could manage to obtain remarkable amounts of votes to have a stint 
at least in the opposition, but this shall not bother us now. Republicans are prone to switch their 
opinions on whether financial soundness or great investments in infrastructure and political projects 
is paramount, depending on whether they are (1) the President during a legislative period, and/or (2) 
in power of either one (or both) of the Congressional chambers. One just needs to compare Paul 
Ryan’s emphasised a balanced household budget like a mantra during Barack Obama’s tenure to Re- 
publican compliance in President Trump’s forlorn project of securing the US-Mexican border by 
means of a Static border wall, as if we there were no seas to the two countries’ East and Wet, and as if 
people who moved northwards from Latin America didn’t have shovels or ladders to trespass the walls 


and fences**, 


34 Bier, David J. (February 10, 2022). The Border Wall Didn’t Work. Cato at Liberty (Cato Institute): 


https://www.cato.org/blog/border-wall-didnt-work. One could also come to believe that it didn’t work because it 


didn’t take less than three to four years after Trump’s resignation for another “border crisis” to take place. What has 
therefore once begun as a mild jest during his campaign—before MAGA, there was the oft-repeated slogan to “build the 
wall” —has eventually become proof of Republican hypocrisy. Not to speak of the fairy tale of increased criminality linked 


to illegal immigrants which has already been disproven: 


Nowrasteh, Alex. “Illegal Immigrant Murderers in Texas, 2013-2022: Illegal Immigrant and Legal Immigrant Con- 
viction and Arrest Rates for Homicide and Other Crimes,” Policy Analysis no. 977, Cato Institute, Washington, DC, 


June 26, 2024. Perm. Link: https://www.cato.org/policy-analysis/illegal-immigrant-murderers-texas-20 1 3- 


2022 


Thirdly, form the same Libertarian think tank, it can also be read that immigrants are the smallest community in the 
United States to receive benefits from social services, which could also simply be explained by pointing out that unlike the 
far-right narrative goes, the fewest immigrants move to the United States because of gratuitous social services but because 
there are greater job opportunities and more money to earn ,the latter which they could then wire to their families back 
in the homeland—an issue that has taken hold of the centre-right German dual-party “Union” which has consequently 
demanded that immigrants with a residential Status in hiatus (due to long processing periods) receive their social benefits 
in shape of credit cards so that they couldn’t transfer them to their families back home via their bank accounts. On the 


CATO study and a news report on the credit-card system: 


Nowrasteh, A., & Howard, M. (2023). Immigrant and Native Consumption of Means-Tested Welfare and Entitle- 


ment Benefits in 2020. Link: https://www.cato.org/briefing-paper/immigrant-native-consumption-means- 


tested-welfare-entitlement-benefits-2020 


Bunderat (26. April 2024). Ausgewahlte Tagesordnungspunkte der 1043. Sitzung am 26.04.2024. Link: 
https://www.bundesrat.de/DE/plenum/bundesrat-kompakt/24/1043/03.html 


Concerning the latter, a social court has meanwhile ruled that at least the amount of money transferred to individual 
immigrants awaiting the final ruling on their residential Status could not be generally capped because their individual life 
and familial conditions needed to be taken into consideration. This meant in relation to the case presented before the 
court that 50,-- EUR per month (approx. 54.31 US$) were too little for a family of four (Az. S 7 AY 410/24 ER). In the 


same breath, one could tell that not every immigrant entered a sanctuary country with malicious intentions: The greater 
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But President Trump didn’t only become known for his controversial immigration policies be- 
cause he reiterated his interests to build a border wall again and again, despite the little chances that it 


would have the effect he promoted it would. The mastermind behind the lion’s share of his policies, 


majority flees from persecution, economic lack of prospects or simply hoping to find a better future elsewhere, preferably 
in international powerhouses like the US. And while the US as such was built by immigrants who fled persecution, and 
whose hospitality towards the wretched and refugees has been embossed in the foundation of its iconic Lady Liberty 
(“Give me your tired, your poor, | Your huddled masses yearning to breathe free, | The wretched refuse of your teeming 
shore. | Send these, the homeless, tempest-tost to me, | I lift my lamp beside the golden door!” — from the poem “The New 
Colossus”, written by Emma Lazarus in 1883), its views have become more sobering as it has transformed into a mono- 
lithic population who is able to perceive newcomers as outsiders with potentially hoStile intentions. Realists would say 
that it has matured, the view has sobered past the establishment of the new nation. With those items considered, a com- 
plete gridlock alongside the border is not a solution, nor is opening the floodgates and let everyone in indiscriminately. 
The golden middle is the pathway to go, with a tendency towards the more liberal leaning preferably when condu¢ted 


with cautious oversight in order to not encumber the municipalities too greatly. See, for example: 


Rodriguez-Sanchez, J. I. (2020). Undocumented immigrants in Texas: A cost-benefit assessment. James A. Baker III 
Institute for Public Policy of Rice University. https://doi.org/10.25 613/BZSR-DM28 


Borjas, G. (2019). Immigration and Economic Growth. National Bureau of Economic Research. DOI: 


https://doi.org/10.3386/w25 836 


Miinz, R., Straubhaar, T., Vadean, F. P., &% Vadean, N. (2006). The costs and benefits of European immigration (No. 
3). HWWI Policy Report. DOI: Perm. Link: https://www.econstor.eu/handle/10419/46220 


West, D. M. (2011). The costs and benefits of immigration. Pol. Sci. Q., 126, 427. Perm. Link: https://hei- 


nonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/pclscceqry126 


No-one says that such Studies promote a permission of every refugee enquiring to move to the United States to be 
accepted without thorough background checks. But there must be incentives for qualified and aspiring young refugees to 
move to countries like the United States in order to counter ongoing demographic trends. There are no countries in the 
Western world that could say that its aging society didn’t pose a problem, although few countries are as heavily hit as 
Japan or mainland China. But the problem exists and there is no end to it in sight. The quickest applicable remedy there- 
fore is immigration. Yet this remedy comes with its own pitfalls: How could you tell during the apprehension who is a 
seasoned IT worker or an experienced craftsman, and who is a peasant who has earned money with odd jobs or as a waltz- 
ing Matilda (a wandering farmhand)? In Germany, many demand that foreign certificates from universities and other 
educational centres so that those who have graduated or learnt a job in dire need to recruit successors and more Staff can 
look for jobs in their field, rather than having to work in professions that undermine their actual capabilities. Cynics could 
call this a chauvinist sentiment to believe that only German or European certificates were valuable, whereas all foreign 
ones had to be analysed with a grain of salt. One should perhaps be more optimistic and assume that people from coun- 
tries that could be presumed to not have a corrupt institutional syStem where certificates could be bought through bribes, 
they should at least be given the chance to prove themselves in their field. Their supervisors at the job could later judge the 
quality of their work; something like this must not be left in the hands of an overworked clerk at a federal office of immi- 
gration, with no professional experience beyond their desk and no knowledge of what the standards listed on the certifi- 
cate say. The outline must finally be: The more restrictive an immigration policy is, the more weight is put onto the boot 


that presses down on the neck of one’s nation. 
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Stephen Miller®, who we have mentioned beforehand, is the real reason for the express cruelty and 
the ferocity with which many restrictions were enforced. Brainchildren of his include, inter alza, the 
creation of apprehension centres alongside the border, which were often cramped and reeked of poor 
hygiene** that fostered the diseases common to overcrowded, poorly acclimated spaces—typhus, dys- 
entery, 3c. It is not something that could have been avoided, but the Trump administration didn’t 
consider the refugees who have made it from as far as Venezuela and Guatemala to the border their 
problem since they hadn’t invited them, they chose to come there voluntarily and were free to leave 
at any time, just in the southward direction. There is at least one incident in which he Stated that if the 
illegal immigrants were “unhappy” with the conditions in the “quickly built or refitted” detention 


centres, “just tell them not to come”. In his opinion, this worked as a panacea to the problem of the 


® Blitzer, Jonathan (Feb 21, 2020). How Stephen Miller Manipulates Donald Trump to Further His Immigration Ob- 


session. The New Yorker: https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2020/03/02/how-stephen-miller-manipu- 


lates-donald-trump-to-further-his-immigration-obsession 


36 Dickerson, Caitlin (June 21, 2019). “There Is a Stench’: Soiled Clothes and No Baths for Migrant Children at a Texas 


Center. New York Times: https://www.nytimes.com/2019/06/21/us/migrant-children-border-soap.html 


Romero, Simon; Kanno-Youngs, Zolan; Fernandez, Manny; Borunda, Daniel; Montes, Aaron; Dickerson, Caitlin (July 
09, 2019). Hungry, Scared and Sick: Inside the Migrant Detention Center in Clint, Tex. New York Times: 


https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2019/07/06/us/migrants-border-patrol-clint.html 


We have mentioned that there were inhumane, traumatising conditions within those facilities, meaning traumatising 
not only for (unaccompanied) children but for the entire population within those walls. While one could imagine that to 
be the case due to preéxisting knowledge, the governmental commission on human rights has also published a report on 


the subject, which one can Still reader under the following link: 


US. Commission on Civil Rights (Oc 24, 2019). Trauma at the Border: The Human Cost of Inhumane Immigra- 


tion Policies. Link: https://www.usccr.gov/reports/2019/trauma-border-human-cost-inhumane-immigra- 
tion-policies . Pp. 49-50; 59-61; 85-87; 119-125. 

ReliefWeb [via Women’s Refugee Commission (WRC)] (Jan. 23, 2024). Family Separation in Their Own Words: 
The Lasting Harm of the Trump Administration’s Zero Tolerance Policy. Link: https://reliefweb.int/re- 


port/united-states-america/family-separation-their-own-words-lasting-harm-trump-administrations- 


zero-tolerance-policy 


All page citations are just recommendations. One only receives a full picture of the desolate conditions after reading 


the report from frontend to backend. 


Dekker AM, Farah J, Parmar P, Uner AB, Schriger DL. Emergency Medical Responses at US Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement Detention Centers in California. JAMA Netw Open. 2023;6(11):€2345540. doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamanetworkopen.2023.45 540 


* Brice, Makini (July 04, 2019). Trump says immigrants ‘unhappy’ with detention centres should stay home. Reuters: 
https://www.reuters.com/article/world/trump-says-immigrants-unhappy-with-detention-centres-should- 
Stay-home-idUSKCN1TY1KA/ 


We will speak more about Populism later, but when it comes to some fields of politics that do not concern internal 
affairs exclusively, we could safely assume that Trump simply didn’t care. (His wife’s jacket that read “I don’t care, do 


you?” could be understood as a sign. Ever since Madeleine Albright’s and Queen Elizabeth’s pins and brooches, the 
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diplomacy of signage through accessories has become known asa concept to the broader public) It was a field that he head 
to deal with because it existed, whether he believed it or not, and was therefore expected to do something about it. But his 
lack of motivation to seriously contemplate solutions and codperate with his counterparts in Latin America has left a 


mark in the press of the countries. Read, for example: 


Lissardy, Gerardo (Abril 15, 2019). Cémo Trump paso del desinterés por América Latina a “una politica de castigos 


y amenazas”. BBC News Mundo: https://www.bbc.com/mundo/noticias-america-latina-4793 1021 


Malamud, Carlos (Ene 24, 2018). Trump y América Latina. Un afio después. Real Inétituto Elcano: 


https://www.realinstitutoelcano.org/comentarios/trump-y-america-latina-un-ano-despues/ 


Such points of view on his Latin American policies are countered by those who saw in him nothing more than the 
resurrection of the Monroe Doétrine, that he actually attempted to make the whole region his, or the country’s, before 


mainland China were able to secure hegemony in the region: 


Nolte, D. (2018). Trump and Latin America: Between the Monroe Doétrine and Neglect. German Institute for 
Global and Area Studies (GIGA): https://www.giga-hamburg.de/en/publications/giga-focus/trump-und- 


lateinamerika-zwischen-monroe-doktrin-und-nichtbeachtung 


One can tell that the article hasn’t aged well, not because the author was completely wrong in their assessment, but 
because the interests have changed: Mainland China eventually switched its interest to EaStern Africa and currently plans 
to invade its “outcast province” Taiwan. One would have expected that the global community raised a collective eyebrow 
when lithium reserves were discovered in Bolivian salt seas, but even that didn’t catch them as much as the discovery of 


polymetallic nodules in the Pacific ocean. 


Some analysts have crowned Trump the Bolivarian Socialists’ greatest ally in Northern America, since his indifference 
towards pan-Americanism has helped them bolster their dominance of Latin America and improve their defiance, their 


autarky from the outside world. For that point, read: 


Zanatta, Loris. America First: The Death of Pan-Americanism. In: Mori, Antonella (2020). Latin America and the 


New Global Order. Dangers and Opportunities in a Multipolar World. ISPI: https://www.ispionline.it/en/pub- 


lication/latin-america-and-new-global-order-25 461. Page 17. 


They are right: Because the US have withdrawn from Latin American affairs and finally ceased all cooperation, auto- 
crats were free to exercise their powers and personal interests, regardless of whether they violated international law or 
human rights. (At least the former were hard for me to declare spontaneously; concerning human rights, that would be 
easier as only recently, Nicolas Maduro has obviously rigged the general election to come out as the victory without re- 
leasing detailed voting results and having shut out international electoral observers. Protests on the streets ended in the 
murder and detention of several participants) US mediation is key in the same way that many rogue nations consult main- 
land Chinese mediation in their conflicts, first and foremost nations of the Arab league: Because they provide the same 
service that the EU could provide, but without the (perceived) lectures on morality and ethics. (Anstey, Chris (April 14, 
2023). Summers Warns US Is Getting ‘Lonely’ as Other Powers Band ‘Together. Bloomberg: 


https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2023-04-14/summers-warns-us-getting-lonely-as-other-powers- 


band-together. As he (Larry Summers) is quoted saying: “Somebody from a developing country said to me, ‘what we 
get from China is an airport. What we get from the United States is a lecture.”) It is naturally not necessary to explain 
that one needs to bond with another in order to create a worKing relationship. The alternative thereto is an internal 
blockade and not reaching anything, no matter how long two sides work together. Compromises need to be made, or else 
the authoritarian side is going to Stonewall all attempts to progress. But from the US, even the first Step Still needs to be 


made: Approaching the Bolivarian conglomerate as well as the rest of Latin American nations. 
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apprehension centres which were declared to have a traumatic effect not only but also on unaccom- 
panied children who, as it would have contradi¢ted had he implied otherwise, could not just leave the 
centres. Border patrols were likely obliged to keep them within to shield them from exterior threats. 
President Trump’s ignorance about border policies besides believing that all Latin American immi- 
grants were inherently evil and “rapists” who are “bringing drugs” and “crime”, because criminality 
and drug abuse was a benign concept before impoverished Latin Americans arrived past the US-Mex- 
ican borders. What he was right about to the degree that we want to give him and his xenophobic 
speech credit for, apprehensions became more frequent around the time that he left office and Joe 
Biden was going to succeed him. Before that, fewer apprehensions were recorded, even reaching a 
record low in decades”. Sympathisers and acolytes of Donald J. Trump will point to his tough, hands- 
on approach to stopping people from entering the US illegally, although alternatives are scarce for 
those people, so that they are deadlocked to either seek neighbouring countries with slightly better 


conditions and more liberal immigration policies, or try their luck in the US Still, out of sheer 


38 Donald J. Trump Announcement Speech (June 16, 2015). Link to transcript: https://www.presi- 


dency.ucsb.edu/documents/remarks-announcing-candidacy-for-president-new-york-city 
As we all know, his opinion on how crossed the southern border hasn’t changed, since he closely followed the broad- 
cast on Fox News to hear when the next influx of immigrants in shape of a “caravan”. The last time he spoke about such a 


migrant caravan was in 2018: https://trumpwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefings-statements/remarks-president- 


trump-illegal-immigration-crisis-border-security/ 
Just before I was going to share this text on my blog, President Trump has started to consider activating the “Insur- 
rection Act” in order to dispatch the National Guard and the army on the border. This was first reported by the New York 


Times: 


Savage, Charlie; Swan, Jonathan; Haberman, Maggie (Aug. 17, 2024). Deploying on U.S. Soil: How Trump Would 
Use Soldiers Against Riots, Crime and Migrants. Link: https://www.nytimes.com/202,4/08/17/us/poli- 


tics/trump-202 5 -insurrection-act.html 


‘That news are not new, he has already heard calls to invoke this highly fallacious and obsolete A&t (Jeremy S Campbell, 
Amending Insurrection: Restoring the Balance of Power in The Insurrection Act, 9 Tex. A&9M L. Rev. 239 (2021). DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.37419/LR.V9.11.6) to be invoked just before he was going to be dethroned in 2020. (Tina Nguyen 


(Dec. 18, 2020), https://www.politico.com/news/2020/12/18/trump-insurrection-act-presidency-447986) he is 


said to have referenced criminals and migrants who needed to be Stopped at their heles, but frankly, what would stop him 
to also dispatch them in the native civilian population? The NYT has reminded the reader that the last time this A&t was 
imposed was during the Bush Sr. presidency, when he dispatched the National Guard in Los Angeles to counter violent 
protests in the wake of the murder of the African-American motorist Rodney King at the hand of Caucasian police of- 
ficers. This was the use of militaristic power against a civilian population, it was already wrong during the Bush years, and 
it would be wrong during a second Trump tenure. Even when there are hundreds or thousands rioting civilians without 
noticeable armament, the application of a military is not only overwhelming but a sign of authoritarian muscle flexing, at 
worst the government’s attempt to smother an uprising population. The dispatch of the police must suffice, it can also be 
supported by out-of-state police forces. That is appropriate. But one’s population must not be equalled with an own 


militaristic force. 


» Statista Research Department (July 05, 2024). Apprehensions and expulsions registered by the United States Border 


Patrol from the 1990 fiscal year to the 2023 fiscal year. Link: https://www.statista.com/statistics/3292 5 6/alien-ap- 


prehensions-registered-by-the-us-border-patrol/ 
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desperation. It is this desperation that leads them to try whatever it takes to come to the land of plenty. 
President Trump, in his aforementioned 2018 speech on the immigration crisis, has stated that many 
immigrants were accommodated in Mexico and offered safety and the likes in order to support the 
United States in coping with the influx of newcomers*. Trump has also mentioned that the US’ fair 
economic standing attracts those poor devils, but he disregards, possibly out of ignorance, the option 
that local conditions may have hindered or drawn them away from escaping their countries and trav- 
elling up north. Another is the investment in the regions in order to improve the situation in situ and 
thereby positively disincentivise the population from tracking northwards. Normally, one would ex- 
pect the president to move there personally in order to hold diplomatic meetings with the presidents 
and less legitimate rulers in the region’s countries, but POTUS Joe Biden chose a different approach, 
instead sending his VPOTUS Kamala Harris to the region at least once*!, due to appointment rea- 
sons. It should later strengthen her political profile** during her own (second) presidential run which 
we will not discuss any further in this text. Instead, we will focus on President Trump’s record on 
Latin America, starting off with the fact that he has travelled into the region—or, say, the entire con- 
tinent of Latin America—fewer times than Democratic POTUS William “Bill” Clinton, although 
the distance between the two is enormous, with the latter having travelled to the region approximately 
13 times**. Mike Pence has never travelled in official position to the region, thus showing the shared 
disinterest in actually improving the situation on both the local frontier as well as in the region that 
sparks the despised “migrant caravans”. Now, as a European, I am aware that development policy is 
an ungrateful task worse than the cleaning of the Augean Stable: It costs a lot of money, especially for 
countries like Germany, and it often takes several decades before the first graspable results, like Dem- 
ocratic elections emerge. But besides the question of costs and whether they will convert into material 
results, many also propose the question what the points; for example, to keep soldiers in Afghanistan 
to support a seemingly incapable of governing its own people while also fighting against the guerilla 
troops of the Taliban. When POTUS Biden finally withdrew the troops and thereby abandoned the 


partners in Kabul**, many people complained about the haphazard, ham-handed withdrawal that 


Unidad de Politica Migratoria [Gob MX]. Nueva Politica Migratoria del Gobierno de México, 2018-2024. Conexidn: 
https://portales.segob.gob.mx/es/PoliticaMigratoria/Nueva_ Politica_Migratoria 


“ Taxin, Amy; Megerian, Chris; Goodman, Joshua (June 08, 2022). Tackling migration, Harris backs investment in Latin 


America. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/biden-caribbean-government-and-politics-immigration- 


bc123e35d5ad17971efeoe6073e6321¢ 


© Gerbaud, Gladys; Harrison, Chase; Robertson, Khalea (July 23, 2024). Kamala Harris’ Stance on Latin America and 


the Caribbean. AS/COA: https://www.as-coa.org/articles/kamala-harris-stance-latin-america-and-caribbean 


* Global Affairs [Universidad de Navarra]. Trump, el presidente con menos viajes a Latinoamérica desde Bill Clinton. 


Conexion: https://www.unav.edu/web/global-affairs/detalle/-/blogs/trump-el-presidente-con-menos-viajes-a- 


latinoamerica-desde-bill-clinton-5# 


“ The White House (July 08, 2021). Remarks by President Biden on the Drawdown of U.S. Forces in Afghanistan. Link: 


https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/202 1/07/08/remarks-by-president-biden-on- 


the-drawdown-of-u-s-forces-in-afghanistan/ 
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endangered both the own US-American troops and its allies, i.e. translators. But implicitly, they were 
lucky that the US’ mission in Afghanistan finally ended, after what spectators like Gore Vidal have 


coined a “Perpetual War” early on—even though he had the Bush wars in Iraq in mind*. The 44" 


Ordofiez, Franco (Aug 15, 2022). For Biden, the chaotic withdrawal from Kabul was a turning point in his presidency. 


National Public Radio (NPR): https://www.npr.org/2022/08/15/1117037318/for-biden-the-chaotic-with- 


drawal-from-kabul-was-a-turning-point-in-his-presidenc 


*® We could now speak at length about how he has shaped the left-winged Liberal voices even of today, nearly two decades 
after he has published his colleétion of letters and op-eds in publications like “The Nation” or “Vanity Fair”, entitled 
“Perpetual War for Perpetual Peace”, a title referencing what historian Charles Beard has called the wars Harry Truman 
fought —proving that even an historian can be wrong about the present. Furthermore, he may have been wrong about 


this allocation, since there exists only one such book, and that is written by Harry Elmer Barnes. 


Barnes, H. E. (2016). Perpetual War for Perpetual Peace: A critical examination of the foreign policy of Franklin 


Delano Roosevelt and its aftermath. Pickle Partners Publishing. 


But we don’t want to rest on such pernickety critiques, especially since abundant misallocations of quotes, even non- 
existing, on the internet, so that one quote in a book of approximately 131 pages won’t butter the parsnips either. What 
does, on the other hand, is the utter disregard for the missions in the Middle East: Vidal only sees costs on the bill, as if 
money were thrown into a bottomless barrel, which could be said about the Pentagon and its consecutively failed audits. 


On the costs, see his opinion in: 


Vidal, Gore (auth.); Bernhard Jendricke €7 Barbara Steckhan (transls.) (2002). Ewiger Krieg fiir ewigen Frieden. 
Hamburg: Europaische Verlagsanstalt (EVA). Page 125. 


And to read more about the Pentagon’s tendency to fail its audits, see: 


Echols, Connor (Nov 22, 2022). The Pentagon fails its fifth audit in a row. Responsible Statecraft: https://respon- 


siblestatecraft.org/2022/11/22/why-cant-the-dod-get-its-financial-house-in-order/ 


Taibbi, Matt (March 17, 2019). The Pentagon’s Bottomless Money Pit. Rolling Stone: https://www.rol- 


lingstone.com/politics/politics-features/pentagon-budget-mystery-807276/ 


Lindorff, David (Nov 27, 2018). Exclusive: The Pentagon’s Massive Accounting Fraud Exposed. The Nation: 
https://web.archive.org/web/20181127125207/https://www.thenation.com/article/pentagon-audit- 


budget-fraud/ 


Despite the fact of the fraudulent accounting on behalf of the US’ Department of Defence, Vidal remains on the 
wrong side with reference to the purpose of the missions in the Middle East. What is more is that Vidal does not distin- 
guish between rogue nations and the US; throughout the first half of the above-cited book, he comes close to placing 
them on the same step because of the violations of the Fourth and the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution in 
consequence of 9/11. (Gore Vidal (2002), p. 61) The problem is that he never cited any arguments made by Bush on how 
he infringed those basic rights (for example, through the Patriot Act), he only mentioned that it were related to the ter- 
rorist attack on the Twin Towers in New York City, although he doesn’t rest long upon the subject and instead spoke in 
great detail about some of the most placative, horrendous excrescences of those infringements: The Waco (TX) Standoff, 
the raid of Ruby Ridge (AZ); the second of so-to-say three thematic parts deals more with the terrorist attack on the 
Murrah building in Oklahoma City (OK) by Timothy McVeigh, the mathematical genius who steeped too deeply in rank 
politics. Vidal takes great strides in stylising him as the consequence of Bush’s controversial policies, particularly the two 
aforementioned raids that were justified thereby. (Although Vidal has quoted a part of a McVeigh which could only be 
interpreted as a retaliatory act (ibid., 92), and not, as others have interpreted McVeigh’s collected political works, as a 


grand example of Anarchistic direct action. In this context it made sense to assail governmental institution, but only when 
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there is a greater plan behind in which the explosion were a link that could eventually set off a chain reaction that ends in 
the dissolution of the government. But McVeigh had no such plan, his attack on the Murrah building was an isolated act: 
Unprecedented and not succeeded afterwards; neither by him, nor by his alleged co-conspirators. Its effect was therefore 
purely disruptive, something that anarchists must avoid, even when their plan is to dissolve the status quo. One shouldn’t 
deStroy a house one plans to move into later. If any deStruction must be done for sake of advancement, it must be pin- 
pointed and no isolated act. The problem of many modern Anarchists, though, is that they consider every act against the 
authority is not only justified but to be praised, because there are so few of them, so that those few who commit to it 
shouldn’t be criticised because of their lack of perspective. As Twitter user “LinkofSunshine” once wrote: “You believe in 
voting? that pales in effectiveness to my Strategy, firebombing a Walmart" and then not firebomb a Walmart” (He was 
being sarcastic, of course) It is true that it seems aloof to criticise someone for doing something one didn’t yet commit to, 
but this doesn’t mean that any action is right and justified, no matter the aspects that need to be criticised. It became an 
argument ad absurdum. There better be no aétion than malicious action that led nowhere and would further taint the 
already corrupted reputation of Anarchism as both a political movement and a political philosophy) 

Make no mistake, Vidal was right to sharply condemn the horribly misguided actions the FBI and the ATF committed 
in Ruby Ridge and Waco, it only shows how fatal governmental overreach in too powerful institutions can go, and why 
therefore, in the long term, humans are better off without (such large) nations. Both of them could have existed as auton- 
omous communities who would have done no-one any harm when left alone—this could even exist within the US if it 
hadn’t been for those two agencies. But since we’re talking about wars in the Middle East and not those Vidal claims to 
see on his home turf (ibid., page 40, where he claims that there were two United States—the country he supports, and. 
the “global empire” he hates), we will come back to that subject immediately. What we have mentioned so far is that he 
sees nothing but a huge waste of money in those missions in the Middle East because he doesn’t even consider what is 
Bush’s argument for those missions; and that he tends to consider the Iraqi theocracy and the US democracy as equals, 
and that therefore the latter didn’t have the right to place themselves above the other on moral terms, showing disregard 
even for the most basic premises of either of those two nations. (Comparisons to Noam Chomsky, who once called the 
US a “mafia state”, thus akin to Russia, an actual mafia State, are coincidental but proper Still) For Vidal, the US’ and 
Iraq’s shapes of government were nothing but “two lifestyles”, and the US in turn felt obliged to “terminate all lifestyle 
that didn’t match its own” (ibid., page 22) The idea that he thinks he made a point when he listed numerous missions 
abroad without the purpose or the background only shows that he is even less qualified to lecture anyone on foreign affairs 
than he is on internal affairs. 

Concerning my last statement, I have said before that he made some good points, although those were all low-hanging 
fruits: If somebody thought that neither the FBI, nor the ATF made anything wrong when they ransacked those two 
communities and treated one of them, namely Waco, like a host of decorated Navy SEALs armed to teeth who could 
shoot the first infantrymen and black-tied State officials from afar with their sniper rifles. The problem with his views is 
the pure exaggeration and ignorance about the other side’s argument. I have said that he never mentioned how Bush 
argued the infractions imposed upon the Americans. He pointed out that the terrorist attack were to blame, emphasising 
that the material damage were oblivious compared to the civil-rights damage it had caused (ibid., page 25) There is no 
denying that 9/11 was a mileStone in earlier US-American history in terms of civil rights, but it still doesn’t mean that a 
wave of unsolicited and unwarranted Stop-and-frisk incidents took place, nor has there been an outburst of—at times 
lethal—no-knock warrants in private homes of non-suspeéts. While that is true, it is also true—and another point in 
which Vidal was right (ibid., page 43 )—that law enforcement should enjoy more liberal rights in the enforcement section 


than required to maintain law and order. This has also been emphasised in legal research: 


Ku, R. S. R. (2009). Unlimited Power: They the President's (Warrantless) Surveillance Program is Unconstitutional. 
Case W. Res. J. Int'l L., 42, 647. Page 667. 


To sum this footnote up, because there is nothing more to say about him in terms of foreign affairs, it should be 


noted that he has raised my attention to an interesting quote that was occasionally recited by McVeigh during his trial 
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that ended in a death sentence in Terre Haute (IN), originally written by associate justice Louis Brandeis (Olmstead v. 


United States, 277 U.S. 438, 48 S. Ct. 564, 72 L. Ed. 944 (1928). Page 485, justice Brandeis dissenting). He said that 


“If the government becomes a lawbreaker, it breeds contempt for law; it invites every man to become a law unto himself; 
it invites anarchy. To declare that in the administration of the criminal law the end justifies the means—to declare that 
the government may commit crimes in order to secure the conviction of a private criminal—would bring terrible retri- 


bution. Against that pernicious doctrine this court should resolutely set tts face.” 


There is nothing to add to that: Like a parent, the government must live up to the Standards it expects its people to 
live by, and if it sets a precedence in which it is fine to break the laws in order to achieve an allegedly higher good, people 
will apply the same vagueness in which those goals were defined, and aét likewise. Finally, an oft-cited phrase by Benjamin 


Franklin must be listed as well because it fits the whole subject of Vidal’s questionable collection of texts perfectly: 


“As to the other two acts, the Massachusetts must suffer all the hazards and musthiefs of war rather than admit the 
alteration of their charters and laws by Parliament. “They who can give up essential liberty to obtain a little temporary 
safety, deserve neither liberty nor safety.” 

(The Works of Benjamin Franklin, including the Private as well as the Official and Scientific Correspondence, to- 
gether with the Unmutilated and Correét Version of the Autobiography, compiled and edited by John Bigelow (New 
York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1904). The Federal Edition in 12 volumes. Vol. VII (Letters and Misc. Writings 1775- 
1779). Page 59 [2,887]) 


The only check on reality that could be added to this quote is that it is not the people of the United States who were 
advised by Franklin to maintain their liberties at the expense of safety, but the government that had to keep their civil 
rights in place in accordance to the Status quo ante, even at the expense of placing them in greater hazard because certain 
threats could not be pre-emptively prosecuted before they could prove to become a threat to public safety. 

Now, the only foreseeable problem is, as always, the vagueness of Franklin’s Statement when taken out of its historical 
context. Contrarily, even its historical context couldn’t help us with the situation as it is today, with the United States as 
an independent country and all states united under one banner. When it comes to the balance between civil rights and 
safety, Vidal’s example of controls at the airport previous to boarding is an example of where safety is presumably weighed 
heavier than the freedom of boarding immediately. Vidal was noticeably aghast about the X-ray scans to check whether 
there were any arms in one’s pockets or one’s baggage. The question is whether he would board an airplane without all 
those checks, at the risk of probably being on board with hostage takers—we could imagine that, in those days and age 
(Aug 03, 2024), it could be pro-Palestinian terrorists who took the flight hostage in order to protest the US’ continued 
support for Israel as it defends itself against Iranian-backed Hamas in the Palestinian territories and Hezbollah in Leba- 
non. We could talk about the human-rights situation in the Palestinian territories and whether Israel bore full or only 


partial responsibility for that, but that is not the point. The point is that something like this has happened beforehand, 


although the plane didn’t take off from the US but from Germany, headed for Entebbe in Somalia. (https://www.lands- 


hut77.de/en/who-was-involved/hijackers) Vidal said that it were a travesty (not verbatim) that passengers had to be 


frisked when nothing like this had ever happened beforehand. A plausible argument, although it bore the question when 
prophylactic security measurements had to be taken, whether it made sense to wait until a certain incident that could be 
prevented by certain measurements took place before they were installed. History has shown us that such situations are 
not impossible, and in the end, no higher-ranKing official would like to take responsibility for an airplane crash that led 
to the death of 350 or more human lives, because of a preventable oversight like arms in a suitcase or coffer. It is because 
arguments like these are not elaborated and Vidal instead chooses to go on unbearably short-sighted rants for pages on 
end that he appears less like a left-winged intellectual, as which he surely perceived himself, and more like a cracker-barrel 
populist. 

Writing about one of their now famous debates in the summer of 1969, the founder and editor of the National 


Review, William F. Buckley Jr, wrote that Gore Vidal 


29 Trump the Tyrant 


POTUS, Donald J. Trump, already planned to bring the troops back home from Afghanistan* as he 


knew that such withdrawal was popular with the American people who no longer saw a point in 


‘[...] made a pass at realpolitik. He yearned for the diplomacy of the nineteenth century, shorn of morality and pietism, 
and wondered whether, in fact, it wouldn't be clever of the United States to back H6 Cht Minh, on the grounds that he 
and Mao Tse-Tung were natural enemies. (Virginia Kirkus was to comment on Vidal's Reflections Upon a SinKing 
Ship, Vidal seems fatally addicted to the worldly sceptical tone with a Boy Scout aria tagged on at the end, rather like 
Vidal imitating Talleyrand imitating Walter Lippman.’ 

(Buckley Jr., William F. “On Experiencing Gore Vidal.” Esquire, issue August 1969, page 124.) 


Surprisingly, this appeal to the United States also aligns with one of H6 Chi Minh’s earlier letters when Viét Nam 
was Still a French colony in the process of becoming independent: He enquired then-POTUS Harry Truman to support 
his forces to become independent from France as it called for the recession of Cochin China. (https://his- 


tory.iowa.gov/history/education/educator-resources/primary-source-sets/cold-war-vietnam/letter-ho-chi- 


minh-to ) (You will be able to read more about that in my text “Henry Kissinger” (forthcoming); otherwise, read William 
M. Waddell (2018). In the Year of the Tiger: The War for Cochinchina, 1945-1951. Norman (OK): University of Okla- 
homa Press) Throughout the next two decades, he would telegraph the latest developments to him, until the US join the 
war against North Viét Nam to support the Democratic forces of Southern Viét Nam, when he wired a “message to the 
American people”, where he advised them to withdraw immediately so that they “thousands of American families, par- 
ents have lost their sons, and wives their husbands”. (Hé Chi Minh (1967). Against U.S. Aggression for National Salva- 
tion. Ha Ndi: Foreign Languages Publishing House. Pp. 137-138) But as I said, this is a topic for a different text. Coming 
back to Gore Vidal, it wouldn’t have made sense to support him simply on the basis of hoStility against mainland China, 
although similar logic has been applied in future wars and conflicts, such as in Afghanistan (supporting the Taliban against 
Soviet Russia) or Nicaragua (supporting the Sandinistas financially so that they could overthrow the dictatorship of the 
“Familia Somoza”). While realpolitik was advanced by Henry Kissinger, Nixon’s Secretary of State, it was not always put 
properly into practice. And the reason that Hé Chi Minh continued to inform Harry Truman about the procedures in 
the war was because Truman made the same mistake that the successive governments would replicate: Siding with an 
implicitly rogue force to later side against it. (Bartholomew-Feis, Dixee R. (2006). The OSS and Hé Chi Minh. Unex- 
pected Allies in the War against Japan. Lawrence (KS). University Press of Kansas. Pp. 15 4-155 — on the positive relations 
between the US and H6 Chi Minh. Because at the time of this writing I have not yet read anything on Vietnamese history, 
I cannot tell whether it was a change in leadership because of Minh’s death or a change of strategy in the US that led to 
their relations going sour and a postponement of the eruption of Sino-Vietnamese diplomatic relations) The fact that 
Vidal would have supported such a strategy—whether he would have turned against him as the government did later 
when independence from France was gained and the Communist part of Minh’s ideology became dominant Stood up to 
question—should have been a harbinger to Republicans and Conservatives alike. 

One final remark: Kirkus wrote that Vidal imitated Talleyrand imitating Lippmann. In my opinion, she should have 
skipped mentioning Talleyrand and inStead jump straight towards Lippmann, because he is who he resembled the most: 
A New York journalist who clearly superseded his own capabilities on the subject of foreign affairs, combined with an 
ideological bias towards the Communists simply on the premise that they opposed the United States and the principles 
it conveyed the mot. It is good that Vidal has been lost in the sands of time as he was a beneficiary of his day and age, he 
left his mark on the Bush-era Liberals. Beyond that, all that remains of him is the short-sightedness and the wicked popu- 
lism that now brandishes both sides of the aisle on its fringes, which grow more prominent due to the likes of our text’s 


subject-matter. 


© The White House (April 2023). The Withdrawal from Afghanistan. Link: https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-con- 
tent/uploads/2023/04/US-Withdrawal-from-Afghanistan.pdf (PDF, 214 KB) 
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Staying in the Taliban-ridden country that seemed unable to take care of its own, while the US, after 
Viét Nam, have become tired of functioning as the world’s policeman, promoting and maintaining 
law and order in the third world. For unfathomable reasons, before President Trump announced the 
first segments of troop withdrawal, he deemed it necessary to drop the so-called “Mother Of All 
Bombs” (MOAB), less commonly known by its proper name: “GBU-43/B Massive Ordnance Air 
Blast”, above the Nangarhar province, where affiliates of the terrorist group ISIS were rumoured to 
hide (the affiliates we know as ISIS Khorasan, the same who have committed the terrorist attack at 
Moscow’s Krokus City Hall). According to official reports, approximately three dozen militiamen 
were eliminated”, although the use beyond this bodycount remains ominous, also because ISIS-K 
was nota main target for the US’ forces in Afghanistan in this moment. They observed them and were 
therefore able to warn Russia about an upcoming terrorist attack—so that it was the Kremlin’s fault 
that the people had to die at the venue because it refused to believe the US and therefore not draw 
any preventive measures—but other than that, the focus still lied with the Taliban threatening to take 
over Kabul, which happened in the end. Whichever goal Trump pursued, dropping the US’ most 
powerful non-nuclear explosive device helped to collapse underground tunnels through which troops 
could expedite the land unseen. It is unlikely that the discharge was meant to boost his national pop- 
ularity since the news quickly faded away, which has also triggered academic research as it was an un- 
expected phenomenon**—as I said, it’s the US’ most powerful-bomb after the nuclear arsenal, applied 
only once before, and its use via Donald J. Trump was the first time in active battles. And afterwards, 
little else followed, so that it could as well be described as a last sign of life in the region. Such theses 
prove my point that when it comes to foreign policies as a whole, particularly in regions where the US 
have gotten historically long periods of involvement, e.g. the Middle East and Latin America, Trump 
doesn’t care; his “America First” policy was often described as isolationist and centred around US 
citizens’ well-being, economically and financially, but what is drowned out from this description is 
the president’s fundamental disinterest for the US’ role in the world beyond the buzzword of the 


world’s policeman. He doesn’t care about the US’ obligations derived from its economic power, and 


Like Gore Vidal, he has also railed about the enormous costs missions abroad amass, so that while he didn’t explicitly 
say it during his inauguration speech in 2016, it could be foretold that eventually, he would prepare US troops to be 


withdrawn from the Middle East and to be “brought home”. Read: https://time.com/3923 128/donald-trump-an- 


nouncement-speech/ 


Three months later, he spoke about not sending any troops abroad to fight in “foreign wars”, although the more 
precise terminology would have been “in wars abroad”, since the US weren’t involved in supportive actions of other na- 
tions after Viét Nam; all the wars it fought it declared on its own terms. True, the US support(ed) the Kurds in their war 
against Assad, but other than that, and yes, it supported the Afghani government against the Taliban, but other than that, 


it was not drawn into other nations’ wars. Read the speech: https://time.com/430978 6/read-donald-trumps-amer- 


ica-first-foreign-policy-speech/ 


“ Wright, Robin (April 14, 2017). Trump drops the Mother of all Bombs on Afghanistan. The New Yorker: 


https://www.newyorker.com/news/news-desk/trump-drops-the-mother-of-all-bombs-on-afghanistan 


“8 Sylvester, J. (2020). President Trump and the Mother of All Bombs—Quickly Forgotten. The Athens Journal of Mass 
Media and Communications, 6(1), 21-42. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3095 8/ajmmce. 6-1-2 
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he doesn’t care about the trade-off for the middle class and lower class when jobs are brought back 
home from the Far East”, and he doesn’t care about the allies he let down when the troops were 
withdrawn from crisis regions. Trump could’ve run in any other nation for president, chancellor or 
whichever title the office held, the country’s global role didn’t matter to him, he would run the coun- 
try on a Strategy that he could govern in a vacuum: The more jobs were created and returned from 
abroad after they were outsourced, whether by force or by means of positive incentives, there are no 
consequences on a global basis after such actions, at least in his mind. One could argue that globalisa- 
tions had its disadvantages because it led to mass layoffs particularly in blue-collar disciplines, and 
indeed this narrative begins to prevail as evermore politicians begin to pick it up and present alternate 
models to globalisation, a more nationalist at that” due to the lack of perspectives on how else to 
bring the unemployed created through outsourcing back into jobs as this required telling them that 
they needed to learn different jobs since their old ones were no longer pays off in their homeland. It 
is funnily the same people who often felt as if politicians lied to them, and demanded that they tell 
them the truth. Such a truth were that when they were laid off as Steelworkers could no longer work 


as such at worSt®!. It is true that there are voices that proclaim that such recommendations were 


® Anne van Aaken, Jiirgen Kurtz, Beyond Rational Choice: International Trade Law and The Behavioral Political Econ- 
omy of Protectionism, Journal of International Economic Law, Volume 22, Issue 4, December 2019, Pages 601-628, 


https://doi.org/10.1093/jiel/jgz034 


Abboushi, S. (2010), “Trade protectionism: reasons and outcomes”, Competitiveness Review, Vol. 20 No. 5, pp. 384-394. 


https://doi.org/10.1 108/105 95 421011080760 


Feenstra, R. C. (1992). How costly is protectionism?. Journal of Economic Perspectives, 6(3), 159-178. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1257/jep.6.3.159 


°° Muralidhar, Dhruv (April 13, 2022). Globalization in Peril. Business Review at Berkeley: https://businessreview.stu- 


dentorg.berkeley.edu/globalization-in-peril/ 


Scheiring, G., Serrano-Alarcén, M., Moise, A., McNamara, C., €9 Stuckler, D. (2024). The Populist Backlash Against 
Globalization: A Meta-Analysis of the Causal Evidence. British Journal of Political Science, 54(3), 892-916. doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007123424000024 


*! Hétte, K., Somers, M., &* Theodorakopoulos, A. (2023). Technology and jobs: A systematic literature review. Techno- 
logical Forecasting and Social Change, 194, 122750. DOI: https://doi.org/10.101 6/j.techfore.2023.122750 


“Although we are careful in conduding that, if anything, technological change has a positive net effect on employment 
in high-income countries in the period since the 19805, we do conclude that the replacement effect 1s likely to be more than 


offset by the labor-creating effect of technology. Hence, there does not appear to be an empirical foundation for the fear of 


technology-driven unemployment. We also investigated whether different types of technology have a differential effect on 
total employment. For almost all technology measures (i.e. robots, ICT, TFP-Style, other/indirect measures) we found a 
comparable number of Studies that support the labor-displacing as well _as labor-creating effect of technology. Only for 


innovation measures, the empirical evidence suggests that product innovation is mostly labor-creating, while the evidence 


concerning process innovation remains inconclusive.” (Underscores mine) 


Since we have got a great amount of people who implicitly jump on the Ben Shapiro bandwagon in claiming that 
when research tells us that A is correct, those who side with B must be wrong and need to be lectured, it must be empha- 


sised that while the report is optimistic about the future effects of increasing automation and the influx of new AI tools 


Donald J. Trump—Policies & Prosecution 32 


themselves populist no-brainers whose sole purpose were to swipe those workers’ concerns aside, but 
in the end, bringing all the once-outsourced jobs back is a loss for the populace as well. Humankind 
has not advanced that much because it Stuck to lost causes, but because it was able to adapt to alter- 
nating conditions. Populists are therefore Conservative to a degree, even if they perceive themselves 
as Liberals or even Progressives when they cater to the worries of workers who see it most suitable to 
bring their economically inefficient jobs back to their old factories even at the expense of increasing 
inflation and barely liveable wages. As long as the same jobs are more economically efficient in the 
third world for whichever amoral or unsustainable reason, businesses will naturally prefer them; and 
when governments coerce them into relocating to the US for example, they will likely move their HQs | 
elsewhere in order to not be pressured to make irrational decisions. Needless to say that such coercion 
superseded the state’s purview as a regulator and fixer for businesses to serve the people; interventions 
are a sharp tool that must be handled with caution, and its handlers must not be driven by political 
games, of which forceful relocations are a part. Moreover, governments have other options than to 
flex their muscles in front of their backbone. Instead of sawing on the branch they are sitting on, they 
should water the tree it is attached to—plainly speaKing, governments must incentivise companies to 
relocate their outsourced jobs, such as through lower taxes or laxer regulations on sustainability. Now 
in times of climate change and gradually more uninhabitable land due to intoxication of the soil and 
the air, Striking through regulations maintaining the cleanliness of our environment sounds coun- 
terintuitive, and to be honest, it is. Even ignoring the vagueness of such Statements—“Regulations 
needlessly obStruct businesses, they must be scrapped at large!” (which is about as idiotic as is the 
Libertarian slogan, “Taxes are theft!”)—it constituted a suicide with a foreplay. For example, mining 
companies must not be permitted to drain their chemical drainage into rivers; coal plants must no 
longer be built and commissioned, renewable energy sources must become the rule; minimum wages 
must be linked to the median cost of living” (it may not concern suStainability on the environmental 


level, but it helps incentivising people to live more sustainably because opportunities appeared for 


threatening certain jobs while supporting others in becoming more efficient, those who are laid off and Struggling to find 
a new gig must be heard too, and solutions must be found. Such studies, while presenting hope for lawmakers and moti- 


vated debaters, they are no buffer stops for the discussion itself. 


* Mufioz, E. (2006). Raising the California minimum wage is not enough: creating a sustainable wage by accounting 


for inflation through indexing. S. Cal. Interdisc. LJ, 16, 423. Perm. Link: https://hei- 


nonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/scid16 


Hirsch, D. (2017), “Contemporary UK wage floors and the calculation of a living wage”, Employee Relations, Vol. 39 No. 
6, pp. 815-824. https://doi.org/10.1108/ER-03-2017-0048 


Stone, A. (2015). Improving Labor Relations through Corporate Social Responsibility-Lessons from Germany and 
France. Cal. W. Int'l LJ, 46, 147. Perm. Link: https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.jour- 


nals/calwi46 
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them”*. We have seen the same effect on the relation between the wage one made and their nutritional 


choices™). One could think of more aspects that needed to be taken into consideration, but for the 


*3 T was unfortunately unable to find any literature that showed that higher wages incentivised people to consume more 
sustainably, but price hikes in consequence of wage hikes have reinvigorated the mechanism of decreasing consumption 


by means of said price hikes: 


Mair, S., Druckman, A., €? Jackson, T. (2019). Higher wages for sustainable development? Employment and carbon 
effects of paying a living wage in global apparel supply chains. Ecological Economics, 159, 11-23. DOI: 


https://doi.org/10.101 6/j.ecolecon.2019.01.007 


The question is, of course, who’s supposed to enforce policies that led to decreasing consumption. Companies have 
got one main policy, and that is to serve consumer demand. Thus, if the consumers purchase goods at an irrational level, 
companies are not their associate patrons who taught them that their behaviour is irrational and that they needed to stop 
that because they threw their livelihood (ambiguous meaning intended) away for cheap thrills. We expect human beings 
to act with reason, and if we cannot assume this, it were foolish to believe that other human beings were the right ones to 
implement the right measures to educate them on where they would otherwise have gone wrong. It is the same misjudge- 
ment that leads one to believe that governments themselves had a raison dtre: Either we believe that humans act reason- 
ably, compassionate and interested in our collective advancement, we didn’t need a government to watch over us; or we 
believe that humans were hoStile egoists who would go after one another as long as it served their individual advancement, 
we cannot believe that an elected lot of such people would do better. Larger corporations and lobbyists are only a symptom 
of this alleged basic human trait, as they are naturally easy to influence when presented with options of additional enrich- 
ments. As soon as people are uprooted through political superelevation—when governance no longer just happens on the 
bedrock level of communities but from a faraway central government that makes laws eStranged from the places it intends 
to govern and regulate. It doesn’t mean that it couldn’t work, but as soon as a nation consolidates diverse socioeconomic, 
geographical and cultural landscapes, governing from a single perspective becomes a shotgun approach with the least 
chance to effect positively. Federal governments as mid-level management are a decent approach to bridging the govern- 
ance gap, but their success depends on the federal State’s size. If we took my native Germany as an exemplary model, the 
Saarland had the optimal size for a federal State: With 2’570 square kilometres (approx. 992.28 square miles), it doesn’t 
span a diverse socioeconomic or cultural landscape, it’s a small speck of former coal-mining land, located in a gauntlet 
between Western Rhineland Palatinum and Eastern France. The federal government in Saarbriicken can easily legislate for 
the whole of the state without running into issues about either of the state’s regions’ individual problems, because they 
can hardly differ from one another. Things look more different in States like nearby Baden-Wiirttemberg or Bavaria, both 
of which span wide parts of Southern Germany (each of them maKing up respectively half of that), thus containing 
metropoles (Stuttgart and Freiburg/Breisgau in B-W, and Munich and Nuremberg in Bavaria; to name just two examples 
for each), as well as rural villages. Urban and rural areas are known to often diverge significantly from each other in terms 
of policies and, consequentially, in voting preferences: The former tend to be more left-of-centre, whereas the latter are 
more right-of-centre. Of course a federal government can walk the tightrope of satisfying both “sides”, but in the end, 
come election day, dissatisfaction will lead the way because the urbanites will likely claim victory because of the popular 
overload, even though the reSt of the State has voted for a different party. The urbanites will exclaim that “dirt doesn’t 
vote”, thus waving off rural voters’ demands to be heard beyond the municipal level. For this purpose, the Electoral Col- 
leges were invented in the United States, although the original meaning was also to balance the gathering of slaves in many 
States, as slaves weren’t eligible. But what remains, after the Emancipation Proclamation, is a means to equalise more and 


less thoroughly populated areas of a nation: 


McCOLLESTER, M. L. (2007). COUNTERPOINT: PRESERVING THE ELECTORAL COLLEGE. Interna- 
tional Soctal Science Review, 82(3/4), 182-186. http://www.jstor.org/Sstable/41887328. Page 184-185. 
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On a side-note, it should be emphasised that the Founding Fathers, in their Federalist Papers, have outlined as well 
that the Electoral Colleges’ primary purpose was always to “form an intermediate body of electors, will be much less apt 
to convulse the community with any extraordinary or violent movements, than the choice of ONE who was himself to 
be the final object of the public wishes.” So, they were prepared to be met with fury during the election season when the 
popular vote alone were implemented, although one could nowadays prove them wrong when they were asked to gaze 
into the Old World and how orderly popular votes proceed, although it took some time to describe the individual systems 
by which the majority vote would be determined. Anyway, as Alexander Hamilton continues to explain, “And as the 
electors, chosen in each State, are to assemble and vote in the State in which they are chosen, this detached and divided 
situation will expose them much less to heats and ferments, which might be communicated from them to the people, 
than if they were all to be convened at one time, in one place.” (Both quotes from Federalist N° 68) One could compare it 
to the system in Germany, where during the general election, people were enquired to vote for a party who previously 
presented a list of nominees for parliament who would then move in one by one, depending on how many percent of the 
total amount of votes were affiliated to them. All in all, there is nothing to dispute therefrom except that some people 
perceive it as unjust that states like scantily populated Utah dispatched as many electoral men as does alternately densely 
and sparsely populated California. (To name two States for exemplary purposes) But as I have argued, in reference to the 
McCollester paper, this syStem guarantees fairness for the people who live in less densely populated areas, so that presi- 
dential candidates couldn’t just skip over “Flyover Country” and the “Heartland” and instead focus on the “Coastal 
Elites”. It keeps a good part of the country relevant; it keeps minorities relevant. 

But if the Trump years have shown us anything, especially with regards to the fallout they created, it’s that some parts 
of society can easily become irreconcilable when it comes to the pathway a society should trod, what the virtues of a 
community had to be. The idea of a common social fabric only works to some degree, it has got a break-even point after 
which it becomes unworkable. Without giving a precise calculation or number, one maxim is the point after which people 
of a community can no longer identify with their associated peers because they don’t even live in the same town, may 
even be kilometres/miles away from one another, so that their only commoner is a shared municipality. Because certain 
people will evaluate such bonds differently, it remains hard to draw a line, no matter how many kinks one includes. 

Patriots like to articulate a shared nationality as acommoner amongst people across miles or kilometres, so that people 
who come off from different starting conditions, speaKing different dialects and sharing different views on how the world 
is ought to work can Still unite under the same flag. The US essayist Edward Abbey once said that “a patriot must always 
be ready to defend his country against his government”. (Abbey, Edward (1969). A Voice crying in the Wilderness. ( Vox 
Clamantts in Deserto). New York City: St. Martin’s Press. Page 19) He was right to point out that a government can 
corrupt its people, or exploit it. Every man in authority can do so. That’s why authorities are at best avoided in order to 
not dig a well that could be poisoned later. I believe that humans, when left to their own devices in a small, connectable 
community, people will behave rational, compassionate and interested in mutual advancement. They therefore don’t need 
overseers setting rules for them and administrating their finances. Whatever clerks they need for regulation and household 
management they can employ on accessible, municipal levels. I have elaborated on that subject in texts like “Capitalism 
€¥ Anarchism” and “De Mundo pro Omniem”. Inexhaustive, I admit, there will be additional text in the unforeseeable 


future. 


** Rachel Griffith, Obesity, Poverty and Public Policy, The Economic Journal, Volume 132, Issue 644, May 2022, Pages 


1235-1258, https://doi.org/10.1093/ej/ueacor3 
Carvajal-Aldaz, D., Cucalon, G., &7 Ordonez, C. (2022). Food insecurity as a risk factor for obesity: A review. Frontiers in 
Nutrition, 9. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3389/fnut.2022.1012734 


Abay, K. A., Ibrahim, H., & Breisinger, C. (2022). Food policies and obesity in low-and middle-income countries. World 
Development, 15 1, 105775. DOI: https://doi.org/ 10.101 6/j.worlddev.2021.105775 
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time being, this suffices. I must admit that I am no expert on regulatory policies, so it is hard to tell 
which laws and obligations for companies and corporations are disposable and nothing more than 
expressions of administrative superiority before the free market, but some duties to audit will surely 
fall under the line. Perhaps even Vidal had a point, although from the wrong perspective, that safety 
Standards have gone too far and stripped Americans of their liberties in order to protect them from 
abstract dangers. Whatever the case may be, there is no light at the end of the regulatory tunnel, and 
with the rise of populism in all (in both) parties, it could only become more expensive to run a venture 
in the United States, especially when granular producers like Steel factories are forced to pay extra in 
order to make business in the United States at all, America will not be placed first, except as one of 
the first nations that went from pioneer in Democratisation and human liberation to a prime example 
of how to throw all of that out of the window because populists were put in charge by people who 
didn’t understand the complexities of a gradually more complicated world. It has become a bromide 
to say that the world becomes more complicated, it is often emphasised by those who attempt to ex- 
plain why people vote more frequently for parties and people from the fringes. The problem is that 
those who use that phrase only say that it were wrong to vote for the populists from the right; they 
often act more lenient when speaking about populists from the left, to which climate activists who 
justify laughable and at times personally disadvantageous actions—like throwing canned soup on 
paintings—with the fact of climate change. In their opinion, such performative symbolism serves the 
purpose of raising awareness for the urgency of becoming more suStainable while simultaneously pre- 
paring for more frequent extreme weather phenomena. No-one in their right mind can deny the pres- 
ence, severity and danger of climate change anymore, it doesn’t need such ludicrous actions anymore. 
The question is not whether to do something against it or not, but how. There needs to be a frank, 
open and diverse discussion on how to fulfil the aforementioned requirements while also not leaving 
anyone behind. People from lower-class backgrounds are more prone to deny the urgency of climate 
change not because they did believe that it were all a fuss and a conspiracy to exploit the people, but 
because they fear that they are going to bear the brunt of policies meant to prevent and prepare”. This 
logic hasn’t changed in the past nine years; with Trump’s election, it only manifested, and has spread 
into other countries. Poor politicking as exemplified in the ham-handed introduction of a Standardi- 
sation of heat pumps in German housing by Federal Economics Minister Robert Habeck further 


worsens preéxisting worries*. Back in 2015, when the first influxes of refugees from the Middle East 


Laraia, B. A., Leak, T. M., Tester, J. M., €? Leung, C. W. (2017). Biobehavioral Factors That Shape Nutrition in Low- 


Income Populations. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 52(2), S118-S126. https://doi.org/ 10.101 6/j.ame- 


pre.2016.08.003 


* Bliuc, AM., McGarty, C., Thomas, E. et al. Public division about climate change rooted in conflicting socio-political 


identities. Nature Clim Change 5, 226-229 (2015). https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimatez 507 


°° Traufetter, Gerald; Weiland, Severin (19. Mai 2023). So geriet Habeck in das Heizungschaos. DER SPIEGEL: 
https://www.spiegel.de/politik/deutschland/gebaeudeenergiegesetz-wie-robert-habeck-in-das-heizungschaos- 


geriet-a-2.663 5 3ad-c7b3-4444-8c91-087384045 48b 
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arrived in Europe, likely the same people mobilised against their entry for fears of rising costs in social 
services, soaring criminality rates, or “foreign infiltration”. We could discuss whether they were right 
or not—in at least one point it has become clear that they were wrong—but many urbanites, to pick 
up from an earlier topic, would argue that they were wrong on all three accounts and were better off 
not being listened to”’ because they were living in a parallel world, like schizophrenics. (Not verbatim) 
Itis such paternalization that doesn’t bode well with the people who consequently build up hottilities 
against their compatriots. It is often forgotten that those who have got time to spend on the internet, 
discussing ubiquitous politics and headlines, one is unlikely going to be in a deciding position in the 
legislation, and therefore not going to make a fundamental change on a national or federal level. 
Hence, it doesn’t make sense to create artificial division between one another and at worst influence 
people’s decisions in the voting chamber. Instead, one should challenge oneself more by trying to find 
common grounds and keep in touch to continue the debate. It may not make a difference in said 
voting chamber, but be the beginning of a new friendship that may help both sides to earn insights 
into a respectively dissenting opinion. Populism is not dealt with from the parliament, it is a grass- 
roots task that everyone is individually responsible for to eradicate. It grows from the people as a soil 
and is weeded out by them as they reject it for themselves. One could compare populism as a virus, 
and in order to prevent a virus from spreading in an organism, it requires a Strong and vital immune 


system. 


Coming back to our original topic, Trump and his first tenure, we will fast forward a little as it 


was already an unrelated subject to discuss his foreign politics** since one can disagree on certain 


*” T agree on the point that not everyone should have a say on everything, although I would not distinguish between 
someone’s or a group’s income class or socioeconomic conditions. I would say that the population as a whole were better 
of not having a say on certain decisions because it can corrupt the entire conversation and lead to irrational decision- 
making based on fallacious perceptions. This topic as a whole, though, deserved a text of its own. Henry Kissinger has 
occasionally made the point that a Statesman is able to deal with at times fierce opposition from their own population 
and continue their policies because they knew that they were right and the people would eventually understand and be 
thankful for their ruler to have stood up to the tides. An “Atlantic” contributor has once made a similar point, hailing 


from the subject of housing and the infamous NIMBY movement: 


Demsas, Jerusalem (Oét. 19, 2022). Not Everyone Should Have a Say. The Atlantic: https://www.theatlan- 


tic.com/ideas/archive/2022/10/environmentalists-nimby-permitting-reform-nepa/671775/ 


8 After all, if Trumpian foreign policy could be summed up anyhow, it’s through the principles of isolationism—US 
disinvolvement from anywhere where it doesn’t have vested national interests, ic. material gains from its involvement. 
When it is in the interest of others that they became involved, it should not happen. The consequence thereof is disen- 
gagement from all ongoing missions and NATO’s withdrawal from “out-of-area operations”, as two incumbent Repre- 


sentatives have written in an op-ed: 


Rep. Warren Davidson (R—OH-08); Anna Paulina Luna (R—FL-13) (April 07, 2023). Toward a Realist American 


Grand Strategy. The American Conservative: https://www.theamericanconservative.com/toward-a-realist- 


american-grand-strategy/ 
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policies with someone, but policies do not define a tyrant. It’s the way in which the tyrant governs, 
or rules, by an iron fist. We will therefore discuss two more subjects, one of which we have already 
spoken about a little, and the major exit of Trump by means of the January 06 Capitol Hill Insurrec- 
tion. 

‘The first topic we should address again is the subject of obstruction of justice, one of the allega- 
tions that the “Mueller Report” has investigated too, although it came to no legally problematic con- 
clusion. In the beginning of Robert Mueller III.’s Special Counsel Report’s second volume, he has 


written that 


“The evidence we obtained about the President’s actions and intent presents difficult issues that pre- 
vent us from conclusively determining that no criminal conduct occurred. Accordingly, while this 


report does not conclude that the President committed a crime, it also does not exonerate him.”” 


He and his team furthermore wrote that himself, “the President was involved in an underlying 
crime related to Russian election interference.” This last piece of the report is of particular interest 
because it reveals one of his tactics that led to the above-quoted passages, the one that has caused the 
greatest waves in media and public reception: That he could neither be charged with crimes of election 
interference or foreign meddling with Russian officials, nor could he be exonerated. (Disregarding 
what Trump later tweeted into the world, that he were “TOTALLY EXONER ATED” (all caps his). 
That is the case because he never acted himself but always send his pawns forward, his team, his fixers. 
Of those there were numerous convictions, as it has also been reported in the media‘. Had he con- 
tacted the Russian officials or henchmen himself, he would have incriminated himself, as it has been 


seen with Michael Flynn, who has kept in touch with United States ambassador to Russia, Siergiej 


The inclusion of ordering European nations to become more capable of defending themselves is nothing but an apol- 
ogy to justify their own nation’s withdrawal from the rest of the world, especially its allies’ territories, as if unilaterality 
were a recipe for the resurrection of US-American glory. They treat foreign affairs as a sole question of accounting, with 
chart comprising of gains and debts. One could ask them the question how the defence of Ukraine against Russian ag- 
gression, if NATO were involved at all, weren’t within its scope? It is no unsubstantiated rumour that if Ukraine fell, 
Russia would advance to other nations like Moldova. The declaration of war against Ukraine already hits NATO proxim- 
ities, which the US wouldn’t allow to happen if it happened next to one of its own borders. They fight drug cartels in 
tandem with Mexico even though its impact on the US is minimal, compared to the fentanyl irrigation throughout the 
Midwest and metropoles on the coasts. All in all, this is not a foreign policy, it’s a declaration of denial of reality, nothing 


to aspire to, not even from a US national perspective, let alone from her allies’. 
° R.S. Mueller IIL (2019), vol. I, page 2. 
® Thid., page 7. 


*! Breslow, Jason (Dec. 09, 2018). All The Criminal Charges To Emerge From Robert Mueller’s Investigation. National 


Public Radio (NPR): https://www.npr.org/2018/12/09/64344481 5 /all-the-criminal-charges-to-emerge-so- 


far-from-robert-muellers-investigation 
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Kislyak (Cepreit Kucask) °. One could question whether a US citizen shouldn’t be allowed to meet 
with an official, but a normal citizen wouldn’t discuss sanctions against the country the ambassador 
was dispatched to to represent their mutual country, as it was outlined in the penultimately cited 
section. Furthermore, Flynn during this time was not an ordinary citizen, as Trump wasn’t during 
anytime in which those actions or his takeaway of official documents after his tenure ended. More on 
that later. Finally, an ordinary citizen wouldn’t have a direct wire to the highest officials in the Kremlin 
by means of a middleman like Kucaax, so that he could order the sanétions to not be escalated. From 
a layman’s opinion, I would have argued that Flynn interfered with the US government’s jurisdiction 
in attempting to manipulate the Russian response to US sanétions. But Mueller didn’t charge him 
for that®?: Instead, he, next to Michael Cohen and Rick Gates, was alleged of making false Statements 
towards prosecutors”; he plead guilty on that charge on December o1, 2017°. 

Mueller didn’t spare Trump, though he didn’t find any criminal activity in his personal interreg- 
num: It is well known that Trump attempted to disappoint Special Counsel Robert Mueller III. In 
order to protect himself from probably corrupting traces that could have led to his impeachment 
from office®. As he has tried with justices and other prosecutors, like NYS AG Letitia James later as 
well, he tried to find evidence that he had conflict of interest and could therefore not prosecute him 
in good faith®”. As expected, he couldn’t find anything, starting with the fact that Mueller is a regis- 
tered Republican appointed by George W. Bush, a president with the runner-up place of controver- 
sial legislation and the potential for political division alongside partisan lines. His anxious behaviour 
towards the investigation showed that he was himself unsure whether there were any skeletons in his 


closet that could throw him into choppy water. On page 78, he is recorded saying that he felt as if 


° R.S. Mueller II. (2019), vol. II, pp. 24 - 26; 45 (the second reference refers to FBI Director James Comey, who Trump 
asked to terminate the investigation into Michael Flynn. Because Comey refused to do that, President Trump decided to 


terminate him instead, as can be see on page 70.) 


° .., Although it is a crime under the so-called Logan A&, as it can be read hereunder: 


Rice, D. B. (2018). Nonenforcement by accretion: The Logan Aét and the take care clause. Harv. J. on Legis., 55, 
443. Perm. Link: https://heinonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/hjls 5 


The pages 498—499 outlines in part that Trump was confronted with allegations of violations thereof on behalf of 
his team, not only by Flynn but also by others, since a good part of his transition team was under cahoots with Russians 


prior to his inauguration. 


* R.S. Mueller II (2019), vol. IL, pp. 194-196; 198. In the unredatted edition, many relevant passages were Still black- 


ened, and since this is the one available to me, the quotes were laid out apparently. 


® Leonnig, Carol D.; Entous, Adam; Barrett, Devlin; Zapotosky, Matt (Dec. o1, 2017). Michael Flynn pleads guilty to 


lying to FBI on contaéts with Russian ambassador. The Washington Post: https://www-.washingtonpost.com/poli- 
tics/michael-flynn-charged-with-maKing-false-statement-to-the-fbi/201 7/12/01 /e03a6c48-d6a2-1 1e7-9461- 


ba77d604373d_ Story. html 
 R.S. Mueller IIL (2019), vol. Il, pp. 78. 


* Tbid., page 86. 
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they were after him and could end his tenure prematurely, not because the investigation were rigged 
against him from the start, but because his team had messed it up and was caught meddling with 
Russian officials in order to, and that has been another great scoop in the media, “find dirt on the 
Clinton campaign” (not verbatim)**. Wikileaks eventually leaked thousands of emails from the 
DCCC and Hillary Clinton so that the Trump transition team didn’t need to conspire with the Rus- 
sians in order to acquire them. Two pages onwards, one can read that after Trump’s victory in the 
2016 general election, the Russians attempted to penetrate the to-be-formed government via Trump’s 
son-in-law Jared Kushner, who, as Mueller correctly notes, was not going to become a part of the 
government but function as a valuable asset in his future political actions, the most remarkable 
amongst them the negotiation of the “Abraham Accords”. It was also the safest approach they could 
choose without incriminating the Trump government, but we do not need to dig any further to see 
that while the Mueller investigation team was unable to pin the 44° POTUS down on his relations 
with Russians on behalf of his accomplices, it is safe to say that he invited foreign collusion into the 
White House. It may not be manifested in the playbook of an autocrat to go under cahoots with the 
enemy, but it corrupts the statics of the nation. It is comparable to an alternate German telltale in 
which the seven little goats invited the wolf because he was disguised in sheep’s clothing, to then com- 
mit a massacre inside those four walls. Converted into reality, there would be less bloodshed within 
the White House, but hadn’t it become known and hadn’t the Democratic party strongly demanded 
an investigation under a Special Counsel (appointed by Rod Rosenstein, a functionary of Trump’s 
DOJ)—outside critics remarked that his investigation should’ve been a criminal one from the get-go, 
although there needed to be a political fact-finding mission first, to investigate whether anything has 


happened, so that the failure of this investigation has to be sought elsewhere®—the US could have 


“Tbid, page s—6. On the fifth page, one must emphasise, it clearly States that while this all has happened before President 
Trump was in office—this will become an important factor as we are talking about the landmark Supreme Court deci- 


sion—the team around Mueller couldn’t find any evidence that this constituted a criminal offence. 


® Toobin, Jeffrey (July 06, 2020). Why the Mueller Investigation failed. The New Yorker: 


https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2020/07/06/why-the-mueller-investigation-failed 


From the text: 
“In other words, far from authorizing a wide-ranging investigation of the President and his allies, the Justice Depart- 
ment directed Mueller to limit his probe to individuals who were reasonably suspected of committing crimes. Tempera- 


mentally as well as professionally, Mueller was inclined to follow this advice. The very notion of a criminal investigation 


lasting more than eight years, as the Whitewater case had, was repellent to him, as was Starr’s seemingly desperate search 


to find something to pin on his target. Persistent news leaks from Starr’s office and Starr’s frequent sessions with reporters 


in the driveway of bis home, in suburban Virginia, were also anathema to Mueller, who began his inquiry by imposing 


a comprehensive press blackout. 


We could include the news of the time when then-DOJ AG William Barr allegedly pushed Mueller to finish his report 
while he was clearly not ready to close the folders yet, but in the end, this quote already exemplifies that it was not (only) 
pressure from the Trump government that has led to its failure, but also his personal reservations on how to conduct it. 

Luckily, more professional researchers have written about the outline of the “Mueller Report” and therefore drawn 


their own conclusions. In a related paper: 
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become transparent for Russia, which in retrospect could have likened a disastrous of Cold-War se- 
verity. The Kremlin had had an ace up its sleeve, whereas the US always lagged behind. Had the US 
and Russia been sprinters in the Olympics, Russia would be Usain Bolt, whereas the US had a ball- 
and-chain tied to their ankle. 

As I have noted a couple of lines beforehand, obstruction of justice is one of the future subjects 
with reference to a recent Supreme Court decision on presidential immunity in office, to permit the 
office sufficient leeway to act in the interest of the nation without having to fear legal prosecution 
after every Step. The timing is therefore beneficial to Trump since the “Mueller Report” outlines in 
some parts how Trump has overstepped his authority by intimidating the Special Counsel’s investi- 
gation, instead of letting it roll and coming to an independent, impartial conclusion. We have men- 
tioned Comey before, who he fired, but we also need to take his former AG, Jeff Sessions, recused 
himself from the investigation, much to Trump’s anger. He later demanded that Sessions limit the 


Special Counsel’s scope to “future election interferences” 


. Since this was an investigation into him, 
it seems more than just suspicious that he wanted to hold his hand over the whole procedure and 
manipulate it as he deems it beneficial. Outside of manipulating the executive branch of his own gov- 
ernment as involved in this investigation, the Mueller team has found further manipulation on the 


side of the witnesses who he, according to him/them: 


“[...] many of the President's acts directed at witnesses, including discouragement of cooperation with 
the government and suggestions of possible future pardons, occurred in public view. While it may be 


more difficult to establish that public-facing acts were motivated by a corrupt intent, the President’s 


power to influence actions, persons, and events ts enhanced by his unique ability to attract attention 


Hansen, M. (2019). All the President's Lawyers-Problems and Potential Solutions in Prosecuting Presidential 
Criminal Conduét. Ariz. L. Rev., 61, 231. Page 247. Perm. Link: https://hei- 
nonline.org/HOL/LandingPage?handle=hein.journals/arz61 


The author has written that Title VI should be reinstated to be used against incumbent presidents. Readers out of 
the loop, the question arose what Title VI is or says. The author doesn’t state explicitly what they referred to, so that a 
layman were inclined to believe that they refer to the Civil Rights Act, although there, Title VI refers to the prohibition 
of discrimination on the basis of one’s gender, race, €%c. Yet after some arguments on the benefits of Title VI’s reinState- 
ment in prosecution, the following verdict is drawn, pointing out that a different one must have been in mind: “[...] any 
new reimplementation of Title VI should incorporate a greater role for the federal judiciary, either through the expansion 
of the resurrected Independent Counsel Division, or in some cases, through the U.S. Supreme Court. W” (Page 248) So, 
even though one may not understand what Title VI says, it is argued what I have previously cited via some unnamed. 
critics: That a criminal investigation without the political onset would have been more beneficial in holding President 
Trump accountable for his offences. But the argument goes further: Because President Trump was able to meddle with 
the investigation by threatening to oust FBI Director Comey or keeping in touch with his AG on the subject of his inves- 
tigation (he also threatened people within the context of the investigation, as we have cited beforehand. The Special Coun- 
sel has also felled a more general Statement thereupon. See R. S. Mueller II. (2019), vol. Il, page 173), which likened a 
defender keeping in touch with their ruling judge next to their lawyer, the judiciary branch must become more capable of 


defending itself from overreach by the Chief Executive when he is being investigated. 


7 R.S. Mueller II. (2019), vol. I, pp. 9e—94. 
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through use of mass communications. And no principle of law excludes public acts from the scope of 


obstruction Statutes. If the likely effect of the acts is to intimidate witnesses or alter their testimony, 


the justice system’s integrity is equally threatened.”” 


The bottom line, according to him, is therefore that the president already enjoyed wide-reaching 
opportunities to meddle into investigations concerning him, and the judiciary branch had got noth- 
ing to intercept such malicious misbehaviour. It makes it doubly more difficult to investigate and 
prosecute an incumbent president the way it were sufficiently required in order to protect a govern- 
ment from an elected malefactor as Donald J. Trump was and could be for a second time. The second 
impeachment attempt, which was related to the findings of investigations into alleged attempts to 
manipulate the results of the 2016 general election which have led to another queue of indictments 
of affiliates to former POTUS Donald J. Trump (and Trump himself)”, have led to an impeachment 
only in the then-Democratically dominated House of Representatives, but was dead on arrival in the 
then-Republican dominated Senate”. Such crimes were not yet known to the Special Counsel’s team 


that composed the “Mueller Report”” since Trump was able to obtain enough electoral men in the 


7 ibid., page 157. 


” Amiri, Farnoush (Dec. 18, 2023). How the Trump fake electors scheme became a ‘corrupt plan,’ according to the in- 


dié&tment. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/donald-trump-jan-6-investigation-fake-electors- 


60893204771 f6e2e3c 5efb3 fdcd8fcce 


Billeaud, Jacques; Kelety, Josh; Cooper, Jonathan J. (April 25, 2024). Arizona indicts 18 in election interference case, 


including Giuliani and Meadows. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/arizona-fake-electors-charges-2020-elec- 


tion-9dasa7e5 881 4ed5 5ceearcas § 401 af85 


Billeaud, Jacques (Aug. 06, 2024). Ex-Trump attorney Jenna Ellis to codperate in Arizona fake electors case, charges to be 
dropped. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/arizona-fake-electors-attorney-2020-presidential-election- 
2b45b3ff90725fdo7dd6c4dcobfe6f22 


Bauer, Scott (June 04, 2024). Wisconsin attorney general files felony charges against attorneys, aide who worked for 


Trump in 2020. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/wisconsin-fake-electors-trump-2020-charges- 


77do00919fc8d8e07438076610090a9b1 


? The articles of impeachment were dominantly agreed upon in the House of Representatives: 


https: //clerk.house.gov/Votes/202117 


The articles of impeachment were dominantly disagreed upon in the Senate: https://www.senate.gov/legisla- 


tive/LIS/roll_call_votes/voter171/vote_ 117 1 00059.htm 


We have vastly ignored the first volume of the Mueller Report which dealt with the Russian online campaign trying to 
swing the general opinion towards President Trump, and throughout the past years, the work by the “Internet Research 
Agency” was hotly debated because it was the first evidence that the Kremlin had a vested interest in President Trump’s 
victory. The problem is that scientific research proved that the IR.A’s troll campaigns had little influence in the US voter’s 


decision which ticket to support: 


Eady, G., Paskhalis, T., Zilinsky, J. et al. Exposure to the Russian Internet Research Agency foreign influence cam- 
paign on Twitter in the 2016 US election and its relationship to attitudes and voting behavior. Nat Commun 14, 62 


(2023). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-35 576-9 
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2016 general election, but would have become if the Special Counsel had been appointed in 2021, 
after it became known that Trump conducted phone calls he made to electoral observers like Brad 
Raffensperger in Georgia or Arizona Governor Doug Doucey”, telling him that he were ought to 
change the final results in his favour. Those phone calls were part of the second impeachment attempt, 
whose failure can be seen in the previous footnote. The obviousness of the crimes he thus committed, 
nearly overturning the will of the people to maintain his own power under the auspices of alleged 
falsification in the first place without any cogent evidence without being impeached at least on this 
basis shows how greatly he coordinated his party to defend his every misdeed”. 

Researchers have already dedicated thoughts on the subject of how to prosecute a president in 
office. We have spoken about the subject of what went wrong in the Special Counsel’s investigation 
in the 69" footnote that it was a mixture of hardwired adhesion to tried-and-true procedures and 
fierce intervention by the Trump administration; Hansen furthermore noted that prosecutors needed 
to be empowered against such interventions from their defendant. This argument has technically been 
agreed upon by other researchers as well, although they only considered that the prosecution lacked 
institutional oversight’””. We could now assume that the judiciary syStem didn’t fail his case because it 
was unprepared—as Murphy noted, there were two earlier cases with Harding and Nixon—but be- 
cause when the report was published, his party covered his misdeeds up. The DOJ would not have 
filed a criminal trial against its own president, and the Senate wouldn’t pick it up. He was therefore 
cleared for the time being, and a couple of years later, when the electoral manipulation by means of 
fake electors and the commands to “find” more votes to boost his standing postelectorally, he would 


become the figurehead via whom presidential immunity was lifted to an almost absolutist level. 


Absolute Presidential Immunity and the Insurrection 
We will come back to his presidency’s end and the question of whether he was responsible for the 


2020 Capitol Hill Insurrection or not once we are done with this part and can thus lay the legal 


” Gardner, Amy (Jan. 03, 2021). ‘I just want to find 11,780 votes’: In extraordinary hour-long call, Trump pressures 


Georgia secretary of State to recalculate the vote in his favor. The Washington Post: https://www.washing- 


tonpost.com/politics/trump-raffensperger-call-georgia-vote/2021/01/03/d45acb92-4dc4-1 1eb-bda4- 


Grsaaefdoss5 Story.html 


Caldwell, Leigh Ann; Dawsey, Josh; Wingett Sanchez, Yvonne (July o1, 2023). Trump pressured Arizona Gov. Doug 


Ducey to overturn 2020 election. The Washington Post: https://www.washingtonpost.com/na- 


tion/2023/07/o01/trump-2020-election-arizona-governor-doug-ducey/ 


Gardner, Amy (March 11, 2021). Trump pressured a Georgia elections investigator in a separate call legal experts say could 


amount to obstruction. The Washington Post: https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/trump-call-georgia-in- 


vestigator/2021/o01/09/7a5 5 c7fa-5 1cf-1 1eb-83€3-322644d82356_ story.html 
7°Tumulty, Karen (June 17, 2024). What this year’s Republican platform will reveal. The Washington Post: 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/202.4/06/17/republican-platform-202 4-trump-201 6/ 


” Murphy, T. R. (2019). Prosecuting the executive. San Diego L. Rev., 56, 105. Perm. Link: https://digital.sandi- 
ego.edu/sdlr/vols 6/iss1/6/. Page 158. 


43 Trump the Tyrant 


questions to rest, but beforehand, we must address the 2024 Supreme Court ruling on his immunity 
for certain actions because of the impact it has not only on his probable second tenure but also on any 
other future POTUS.’. After the ruling, some netizens have joKingly suggested that Joe Biden should 
order a drone Strike on Donald J. Trump’s Florida residence Mar-a-Lago. Funnily, such assassination 
attempts could be legal under the ruling, and only the assumption that this were true bears some 
explanations. 

The majority opinion of the relevant Supreme Court ruling, as delivered by Chief Justice John 
Roberts, has presented one clear argument over and over again: That a sitting POTUS needs to enjoy 
immunity within the realm of official acts and that, “because the President cannot be prosecuted for 
conduét within his exclusive constitutional authority, Trump is absolutely immune from prosecution 


for the alleged conduct involving his discussions with Justice Department officials.””® 


Roberts argued 
that with the sympathy for the defendant. As he writes, with reference to Fitzgerald, “Even if the 
President were ultimately not found liable for certain official actions, the possibility of an extended 
proceeding alone may render him ‘unduly cautious in the discharge of his official duties’.”” While 
understandable, it also bore the question how previous presidents dealt with the constant risk of be- 
ing sued for the execution of their office, of which there were 43 already’ amongst them were four— 
Jackson, Harding, Nixon and Clinton—were prosecuted for different reasons, although none of 
them were finally impeached. With three of those men there should be no questions of the righteous- 
ness of the initiated investigations and impeachment votes when they materialised. (As we remember, 
Nixon resigned his post before the impeachment vote could take effect, the same tempo Jackson chose 


centuries beforehand) Roberts was aware of this peculiarity: 


“Conspicuously absent ts mention of the fact that since the founding, no President has ever faced crim- 
inal charges—let alone for his conduct in office. And accordingly no court has ever been faced with 
the question of a President’s immunity from prosecution. All that our Nation’s practice establishes 


on the subject ts silence.” 


He is right: No president was unrighteously sued for actions he committed within the realm of 
official actions. There is therefore no reason to believe that this could happen in the future. Of course, 
Trump pledged otherwise, but it is well-documented that he did incriminating acts, with 34 charges 
of which he was sentenced guilty*’. Since there is no available literature on whether any of those 
charges qualified as “high crimes and misdemeanours”, there is no blockade to present against him. 


The only charge that could be presented would be his responsibility for the Insurrection to which we 


8 Trump v. United States, No. 23-939 (USS. July 1, 2024). Page 5. 
” Thid., page 7. 
* Thid, page 39. 


8! Sisak, Michael R.; Peltz, Jennifer; Tucker, Eric; Price, Michelle L.; Colvin, Jill (May 31, 2024). Guilty: Trump becomes 


first former US president convicted of felony crimes. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/trump-trial-delibera- 


tions-jury-testimony-verdi@t-8 5 5 5 8c6do8efb43.4do0>5b694364470aa0 
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will return in a minute. For a moment, we will stay with the Supreme Court ruling. The argument 
likens schizophrenia, believing that up until the 45" presidency, incumbent POTUSes were threat- 
ened to be sued for exercising their office in accordance with their party’s programme and correspond- 
ing to their Constitutional limits. If a president were likely to be sued on artificial charges, this could 
happen to any regular citizen, turning prosecution into persecution. Regarding existing precedence, 
this argument is a Strawman. 

Many commentators criticised the lack of specification what constituted an “official” aétion and 
the “outer perimeter of the president’s official responsibility”. Justice Jackson has picked this conten- 
tious point up and opined that criminal investigators needed to first elaborate whether the action in 
question was contained within the president’s “core powers”. Assuming that the result was positive, 


and the president acted within his powers, she further notes that 


“[...] ¢mmunity still hinges on whether there ts any legal or factual basis for conduding that the pre- 
sumption of immunity has been rebutted. Alternatively, tf the charged conduct ts an unofficial act 
(a determination that, incidentally, courts must make without considering the President’s motiva- 


tions, ante, at 18), the President 1s not immune.” 


The underscored passage is of great importance because in many cases, e.g., when he ordered his 
vice president Mike Pence to declare the results of the general election zilch, or when he remanded to 
the District Court to assess whether Trump was within the rights to communicate with his Attorney 
General®’, the scope was set rather narrow, so that future lawsuits have become likelier in order to 
Stuff the gaps that were deliberately left open to discussion. The incidents that Justice Roberts did 
pick up, such as the Trump’s communication with his Attorney General or the aforementioned or- 
ders towards Pence, were often stylised as just that: Communications and conversations. Throughout 
Justice Robert’s analysis and evaluation, he implicitly omitted the underlying intent: To overturn 
official electoral results. But if President Trump had just kept in touch with his Attorney General and 
his Vice President, no-one in the Democratic party would have bat an eye. But he didn’t: He was 
interested in harassing the Special Counsel during an investigation and considering overturning an 
accredited election. This oversight by Justice Roberts did not go unnoticed in the dissenting opinions. 
Speaking about the “presumptive immunity” President Trump held when atting in officialdom, Jus- 
tice Sotomayor emphasised that 


ce 


“[...] it ts equally clear that the Government does not seek to “impose criminal liability on the[P]res- 
ident for exercising or talking about exercising the appointment and removal power.” Tr. of Oral 


Arg. 127. If that were the majority’s concern, tt could simply have said that the Government cannot 


603 U.S. (2024) (Jackson, J. dissenting; pp. 7—8) (Underscore mine) 


83 Tbid, pp. 6; 28; 37. (Majority opinion by Roberts, J.) 
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charge a President’s threatened use of the removal power as an overt act in the conspiracy. It says 


much more.”** 


She then goes on to elaborate how the popular opinion about the ruling that the Presidential 
office henceforth enjoys (near-)absolute immunity within supposedly official actions (...). Her dis- 
senting opinion may thus be the best-known, even before the court opinion and Justice Roberts’ 
appending opinion as the majority’s. Of interest for a transition to the subject of the January 06 Cap- 
itol Hill Insurrection is her opening to the question of whether a presidential speech could constitute 


a criminal offence. As she wrote: 


“Imagine a President states in an official speech that he intends to stop a political rival from passing 
legislation that he opposes, no matter what tt takes to do so (official act). He then hires a private hit- 
man to murder that political rival (unofficial act). Under the majority’s rule, the murder indict- 
ment could include no allegation of the President’s public admission of premeditated intent to sup- 


port the mens rea of murder. That is a Strange result, to sa’ the least.”* 


This quote is also of interest because, just before the assassination attempt against him happened, 
he has written those words, and Republicans moved ahead claiming that President Biden were to 
blame because he allegedly Stoked the flames that led towards this assassination attempt. Leaving that 
aside, the first sentence exemplified what happened on that fateful day: While he didn’t explicitly state 
that he wanted his fellowship to stop his successor from being accredited the victory in the 2020 Gen- 
eral Election, we shall learn later that he was responsible for firing his voters up to obstruct the accred- 
itation process. Since he did that by means of a speech on Capitol Hill while he was still in office, she 
is right to consider it an official act, even though it went against the foundations of the country’s 
Democratic system. The faét that his public confession to summoning the murder of a political ad- 
versary came close to the legal peculiarity in Germany where dashcam recordings of an accident in 
which one was victimised could not be used as means of evidence in trial because of data protection 
laws**. In such cases, one can only shake one’s head because formalistic obduracy hinders low-hanging 
advancement opportunities. At least in the US’ case, courts are probably stopped therefrom because 
the Supreme Court has deemed it protected as an official act by the president. 

On the last page of her dissenting opinion, Justice Sonia Sotomayor has alleged the majority opin- 
ion of “single-mindedness” and satisfying the incumbent President Trump’s “need for boldness and 
dispatch”, thereby ignoring the “countervailing need for accountability and restraint”*’. Hereby I 
would again agree with her, and it leaves one even more confused when one sees how often Justice 
Roberts argues with quotes from the Founding Fathers and particularly the “Federalist Papers”, 


which only shows that when it comes to imagining a more minimal, more regulatory rather than 


** Thid., page 24. (Sotomayor, J., dissenting) 
* Tbid., page 26. Print letters her emphasis. 
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overarching government, one must refer to the lesser-known “Anti-Federalists”, a company of synon- 
ymously conveyed men of letters who have written in opposition to the first Continental Congress 
and the newly composed Constitution of the first assembly of United States .Amongst them was the 
writer Fabius, who, in one letter to the “Pennsylvania Mercury” on the first of May 1788, has ex- 


claimed the following: 


“Through a single diseased organ of representation, in the legislature only, of the Kingdom just men- 


tioned, such portions of popular sense and integrity, have been conveyed into the national councils, as 


have purified other parts, and preserved the whole in its present state of healthfulness. To their own 
vigor and attention, therefore, 1s that people, under providence, indebted for the blessings they enjoy. 


They have held, and now hold the true balance in their government. While they retain their enlight- 
ened spirit, they will continue to hold it, and, if they regard what they owe to others as well as what 
they owe to themselves, most probably, to be happy.”** 


This is of course a broader argument, that not only the fish’s head were rotting, but the whole 
body was already infested with maggots and slowly decaying. Throughout the “Anti-Federalist Pa- 
pers”, one could find traces of freemen and -women who didn’t seem to Stand before the creation of 
one of the freest nations in the world, but in a becoming theocracy. Previously we have spoken about 
the Electoral College and that some people perceive it as unjust before the greater mass of people, 
disregarding that it can easily lead to an ignorance of large parts of the land that too are inhabited, if 
a little scarcely. Gerrymandering, an issue that we haven’t addressed here because it is irrelevant for 
the subject-matter, leads to another (perceived) injustice in the otherwise Democratic system, since it 
is often instrumentalised by interest groups who want to boost their own candidates’ chances of win- 
ning a seat in the House of Representatives. Above all that is the President, enthroned with duties 
such as the appointment of judges and justices, even though they have to be approved individually by 
the Senators. Justice Roberts has quoted the Federalist Paper 72, thus giving the laymen and -women 
one hint as to why I think that the Anti-Federalist Papers are more helpful to understanding why the 
American Presidency is overpowered, to utilise a word one may come across more frequently amongst 
video players. Trump could be thanked to point out further maladies that were carried on untreated. 
Yet, to anticipate our verdict in the last chapter, we cannot sympathise with the man who instrumen- 
talises the syStem’s deficiencies since he didn’t amend the deficiencies, nor did he Stay away from the 
system since he was aware of them. InStead, he entered them and enriched himself and his cronies 
with it. He went even further and restructured his party to match a geocentric model, with himself in 


the centre and everyone else orbiting him. Throughout his presidency he funétioned as a Kingmaker 


88 John P. Kaminski et al., eds., The Documentary History of the Ratification of the Constitution, Vol. XVII: Commen- 
taries on the Constitution, Public and Private [5] (Madison, Wis.: Wisconsin Historical Society Press, 1995), 261-65. 
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for future Congressional candidates®. Hence, while the Anti-Federalists may have been wrong about 
calling the President as they were going to know him in accordance with the newly forged Constitu- 
tion, they would have been right about Trump and perhaps even about whoever was going to succeed 
him once he pegged out. What the “Old Whig” thusly wrote can only be described as a little placative, 


but fitting when speaKing about someone like Donald J. Trump: 


“We are certainly about giving our president too much or too little; and in the course of less than 
twenty years we shall find that we have given him enough to enable him to take all. It would be 
infinitely more prudent to give him at once as much as would content him, so that we might be able 
to retain the rest in peace; for if once power ts seized by violence not the least fragment of liberty will 


survive the shock.” 


The problem with the papers is, as I have mentioned before, that they do not specify the source 
of their grievance, so that one is left to wonder what drove those men to believe that they are not going 
to experience the birth of a Democratic Republic but instead, just the replication of an olden system 
as they have previously experienced it in the Old World. Unfortunately, if Donald J. Trump should 
have his go and indeed obey the playbook of the Heritage Foundation’s “Mandate for Leadership”, 
it may not be necessary since we were going to experience firsthand what those men only feared to 
happen. Not to speak of the further agitation and dehumanisation he has unleashed against his po- 
litical opponents”, likening them to mere vermin. Reports of yore have furthermore pointed out how 


his campaign stops have driven crime rates up in cities”. 


January 06, 2021 — Insurrection on Capitol Hill 
A lot has been said about what happened on January 06, 2021, and a lot has happened on that 


day, all of which we do not need to recount at this point because at the time of this writing, it’s com- 


mon sense. And in later days, I have archived everything on my Telegram channel (https://t.me/Pol- 


iticsAndEconomicsOllyffer) where you can find news about it under the keyword “Jan. 06 Capitol 


Hill Insurrection”. All sources are at least as credible as those found in the footnotes of this text. Of 


® Stapleton, Christine; Fins, Antonio (March 12, 2021). Amid Republican civil war, Trump holds court — and his grip 


on GOP — at Mar-a-Lago. Palm Beach Post: https://eu.palmbeachpost.com/story/news/2021/03/12/trump- 


holds-court-and-his-grip-gop-mar-lago/68 36695 002/ 


*0 : John P. Kaminski et al., eds., The Documentary History of the Ratification of the Constitution, Vol. XIII: Commen- 


taries on the Constitution, Public and Private [1] (Madison, Wis.: Wisconsin Historical Society Press, 1981), 538-43 


*! Campaign speech by Donald J. Trump in Claremont (NH) on November 11, 2023. Link: https://rollcall.com/fact- 


base/trump/transcript/donald-trump-speech-political-rally-claremont-new-hampshire-november-11-2023/ - 


to find the apparent quote, jump to the timestamps 01.43.52 to 01.44.35. 


*” Feinberg, Ayal; Branton, Regina; Martinez-Ebers, Valerie (March 22, 2019). Counties that hosted a 2016 Trump rally 


saw a 226 percent increase in hate crimes. The Washington Post: https://www-.washingtonpost.com/poli- 


tics/2019/03/22/trumps-rhetoric-does-inspire-more-hate-crimes/ 
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course, it can also be found on the internet with you preferred search engine. Whichever argument 
you present, we do not need to speak about the details of the incident. What we will focus on instead 
is Donald J. Trump’s responsibility for it. It is true that after having given his inflammatory speech— 
we have cited it above, it contained the usual badmouthing and instillment of anger on the Demo- 
cratic party and its officials, plus the instalment of fear that the audience were going to lose its country 
if it let the inauguration under the auspice of a rigged election—he ran off to barricade in the base- 
ment of the White House. Despite repeated calls that he was ought to dispatch the National Guard 
to clear the situation on Capitol Hill, he didn’t react and ingtead live-tweeted his reaction to what he 
saw on television. It took him days until he condemned the insurrectionists who attempted to Stop 
the inauguration of the next president”’. And even his condemnation was half-baked, one could tell 
that Staff had to force him to release a video message of condemnation as it was the right thing to do. 
It didn’t take a politics expert to tell that when one were asked to tell on which side Donald J. Trump 
stood—the insurrectionists, or the federal government—-: It was the insurrectionists. 

Many critics asserted that it was his speech that drove the audience wild and therefore led up to 
the insurrection. One would therefore assume that the audience didn’t plan it, which would have 
been a lie since many people already arrived prepared, as could be seen through their clothing: There 
were tactical suits, there was now famous Jacob Chansely, better known by his moniker “QAnon 
Shaman”, the “Sedition Panda”, and several flagpoles that were later misused as weapons to fight po- 
lice officers, one of who was murdered in the process. Scientists tried to pinpoint his speech to it”, 
but in the end, it didn’t matter since President Trump was not going to be charged for it in the later 
years. As always, he could rely on his party’s support to shield him from any responsibility for any- 
thing. Other onlookers with experience in the Trump administration have noted that the speech, ex- 


cept for the portion in which he [President Trump] stated that 


“Now it ts up to Congress to confront this egregious assault on our democracy. After this, we're going 
to walk down—and I'll be there with you. We're going to walk down. We're going to walk down any 


one you want, but I think right here. We're going to walk down to the Capitol, and we’re going to 


cheer on our brave senators and congressmen and women. We're probably not going to be cheering so 


much for some of them, because youll never take back our country with weakness. You have to show 


strength, and you have to be strong.” (Underscore mine) 


*3 Harvey, Claire; Harper, Lauren (June 13, 2022). National Security Archive Timeline Pieces Together Events of January 


6, 2021. National Security Archive [George Washington University]: https://nsarchive.gwu.edu/news/foia/2022-o1- 


06/capitol-riot-chronology 


** Hamed, D.M. (2021), "Trump's January 6 Address: Hate Speech or Freedom of Speech? A Transdisciplinary Study’, 
Journal of Humanities and Applied Social Sciences, Vol. 4 No. 5, pp. 438-456. https://doi.org/10.1108/JHASS-03- 
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At least the underscored portion was added by him spontaneously, it was not part of the official 
transcript, as it has been noted later”. So, although he mostly just moved indifferently through his 
speech because he didn’t seem to feel that anything was going to stop the inevitable, he must have seen 
one more chance to turn the tables, and that was Storming the Capitol. There is no other imaginable 
theory in which he saw it prudent to lead his audience up on Capitol Hill. Those who needed to be 
inside the building were; and the crowd moved as close to the sacrosané building as it was legally 
permissible. The indictment that followed after the Insurrection, which was later delegated in the 
above-cited Supreme Court ruling to an inferior district court, was therefore right to allocate respon- 
sibility to President Trump. But legal professionals are also active outside of the Supreme Court, and 
one of them has written a—meanwhile revised—piece on whether Trump is responsible for the In- 
surrection under the third section of the 14" Amendment. For starters and those out of the loop, the 


third section reads as follows: 


“No person shall be a Senator or Representative in Congress, or elector of President and Vice-Prest- 
dent, or hold any office, civil or military, under the United States, or under any State, who, having 
previously taken an oath, as a member of Congress, or as an officer of the United States, or as a mem- 
ber of any State legislature, or as an executive or judzctal officer of any State, to support the Constitu- 


tion of the United States, shall have engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the same, or given 


aid or comfort to the enemies thereof. But Congress may by a vote of two-thirds of each House, remove 
such disability.””° 


Gerard Magliocca, a Samuel R. Rosen Professor at the Indiana University’s Robert H. McKinney 
School of Law, has written an article contemplating Trump’s probable responsibility in the Insurrec- 


tion”. One learns quickly that in his opinion, he was responsible for it and discusses at great length 


*> Wolff, Michael (2021). Landslide: The Final Days of the Trump Presidency. New York City: Henry Holt €% Co. Page 
202. 

Granting him the benefit of the doubt, Wolff has noted nonetheless that both Donald J. Trump and Rudy Giuliani 
seemed to be unaware what has happened on Capitol Hill as the insurre¢tionists paced forward and broke through the 
police-enforced barriers. See: ibid., page 211. 

But perhaps President Trump was not just unaware of the ghost he let out of the bottle, but he didn’t care about it 
in the first place. Wolff (page 215) furthermore noted that Trump was fixed to the screen on coverage regarding the count 
of remaining bottles. The Associated Press called the race weeks earlier because at some point, the number of votes re- 
maining no longer bear the capability of turning the name of the victor. The question only circulates the number of votes 
by which the victor has won. 

Still after the Insurrection has happened, it took him until 6 pm to realise what has happened and the urgent need to 


react to it in his position as a president, even if an interregnum one. (Page 222) 


*6 The House Joint Resolution Proposing the 14" Amendment to the Constitution, June 16, 1866; Enrolled Aéts and 
Resolutions of Congress, 1789-1999; General Records of the United States Government; Record Group 11; National 


Archives. Underscore mine. 


*”” Gerard N. Magliocca, Background as Foreground: Section Three of the Fourteenth Amendment and January 6th, 25 
U. Pa. J. Const. L. 105 9 (2023) Perm. Link: https://con.law/print-articles/magliocca-fourteenth 
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why narrower readings of the Amendment’s third section miss the scope of its purpose: In his opin- 
ion, disqualifications under it could actually save Democracy from rulers who have executed an in- 
surrection against the government as a whole’’. One could interpret his words as such, although it 
becomes clear that he doesn’t perceive himself as the person to fell this decision. As evasive as Justice 
Roberts in the majority and his own opinion, he prefers to instead relay the duty of having the final 
word on the subject to someone else—the Supreme Court. As a layman, I would agree with the wider 
interpretation not only because it were the more Democratically empowering interpretation of the 
section, but also because if it didn’t qualify for President Trump, its existence were henceforth obliv- 
ious. The fact that he wasn’t present when the Insurrection happened couldn’t be counted in because 
it follows his perpetual strategy of delegating the dirty work to others. It is true that a lot of his first 
tenure has been left out for brevity’s sake, it was focused on some more remarkable benchmarks of 
his first tenure, and hereafter we will move on to some forecasts on his second tenure, comprising 
primarily on the GOP’s Platform and the Heritage Foundation’s “Mandate for Leadership 2025”. 
But it is clearly noticeable that he never muddied his own hands, never left a trace of personal acts of 


criminality. President Trump has always expected blind loyalty from his staff” and has fired anyone 


°8 Thid., page 1071. 


» Kruse, Michael (March/April 2018). ‘I Need Loyalty’. POLITICO Magazine: 
https://www.politico.com/magazine/story/2018/03/06/donald-trump-loyalty-staff-217227/ 


As you could expect, Trump didn’t reciprocate the sacrifices his staff made for him, given that he presumed it to be 
the least he could expeét of them. As Michael Wolff wrote: 


“Trump certainly ran his business as though it were a criminal enterprise. In the Trump Organization the truth needed 


to be contained in a tight circle—that was the secret sauce. Trump measured loyalty, that significant currency of his 


business and walk-on-the-wild-side lifestyle, by who was so dependent on him, and as clearly exposed as he was, that they 
would of course lie for him.” 


(Wolff, Michael (2019). Siege. Trump under Fire. New York City: Henry Holt €?Co. Pp. 87—88.) 


We have spoken a relative lot about how Trump attempted to oust James Comey as Direétor of the FBI, one of the 
acts that would later lead up to the Special Counsel’s investigation. But we have spoken little about his appointment by 
Trump, which was covered by a different journalist, Bob Woodward, and it could stand as one example of how Trump 


treats the question of loyalty to him as a litmus test to vet future appointees. As he reminisced a dinner Trump and Comey 


had: 


“Trump seemed to love the adulation but said to Grabam, ‘You're a middle-of-the-road guy. I want you to be 100 percent 
for Trump. 

“This resembled the loyalty pledge that then FBI director James Comey said that Trump had asked of him. According to 
Comey, Trump had said, I need loyalty. I expect loyalty,’ during their now famous one-on-one Green Room dinner in 
the White House during the first week of the Trump presidency.” 

(Woodward, Bob (2018). Fear. Trump in the White House. New York City: Simon & Schuster. Page 262.) 


Such anecdotes bolster the argument that Trump ruled like a King throughout his first presidency, or at least as a 
deeply anxious ruler: He was never naturally secure about his associates’ and secretaries’ loyalty to the cause, a trait that is 
not only essential to the success of the government but also presumptive when one has got an astute plan that convinced. 
both his employees and the people he governed with his cabinet. He was therefore aware of the controversial nature of his 


plans and the fierce opposition he met. Instead of maKing compromises and toning the aggressiveness down, he instilled 


51 Trump the Tyrant 


who would not abide to his words. Hence the employment in limbo. One could liken this behaviour 
to a general who demanded obedience from his inferior soldiers, but the comparison to a King—one 
that was made often throughout his first tenure’°—fits even better. Would the Anti-Federalists live 
today, some of them would not have sounded as far-fetched as they read back then, in the late 1780’s. 
Ina letter written by a man who used the pseudonym “Cato”, referring to the famed Roman orator, 
the following passage, paraphrased and translated into English, was cited as an example of what hap- 


pened when the Constitution as it was back then: 


« Lorsque la conquete est immense, elle suppose le despotisme [...] IL y a de trop grands dépéts a mettre 
entre les mains d’un citoyen ; les intéréts se particularisent ; un homme sent d'abord qu'il peut étre 
heureux, grand, glorieux, sans sa patrie ; et bientot, qu'il peut étre seul grand sur les ruines de sa 


patrie. »'? 


Long story short: A Strong executive branch requires an equally powerful and independent judi- 
ciary branch that can check upon the presidential office. Of course, the same applies to Congress, the 
parliament that was originally supposed to check upon him. But by now it should have become clear 
that a lot is still to do, and until the nuisances are dealt with, the president remains disproportionately 
powerful, raising the question whether it can be accepted as a natural deficiency that does not fore- 
bode greater troubles for the populace, or like an autoimmune disease that opens the gates for lethal 
diseases? This will become the subject in our verdict. But for now, we should discuss what the future 
of a probable second Trump presidency holds in store for both the US-American populace and the 
rest of the world, although we will focus on the former as the latter is a matter of controversy and 
perpetual discussions between mutuals. For that is something that will become clearer in the second 
chapter: A tyranny defines itself through interior affairs; foreign policies are only consequences of the 
interests expressed through interior policies, to serve the former. A tyrant became an imperialist when 
he became proactive in foreign affairs, since a tyrant behaved as aggressive towards neighbours as to- 


wards his own people. 


Outlook of a second tenure — The Heritage Foundation’s “Mandate for Leadership” 


an atmosphere of fear and top-bottom hierarchies in which a Damoclesian sword hung above everybody’s hat, with Pres- 


ident Trump as the man who could loosen the cords that held them at whim. 


10 Stewart, Katherine (Dec. 31, 2018). Why Trump Reigns as King Cyrus. New York Times: https://www.ny- 


times.com/2018/12/31/opinion/trump-evangelicals-cyrus-King.html 


Dabashi, Hamid (April 11, 2019). Is Trump a King Cyrus or a Queen Esther?. Al Jazeera: https://www.al- 


jazeera.com/opinions/2019/4/11/is-trump-a-King-cyrus-or-a-Queen-esther/ 


! The Documentary History of the Ratification of the Constitution Digital Edition, ed. John P. Kaminski, Gaspare J., 
Saladino, Richard Leffler, Charles H. Schoenleber and Margaret A. Hogan. Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 
2009. 


10? De Secondat de Montesquieu, Charles Louis (aut.) ; Versini, Laurent (Ed.) (1995) [1758]. De lésprit de lois. Paris : 
Editions Gallimard. Page 94. 
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In an earlier position, I have written that the GOP didn’t have a programme of its own, which is 
not quite true. Yet, as a WaPo commentator has written, it doesn’t matter what the party base had to 
say when its Dear Leader, President Trump, didn’t like the position: He would order them to change 
their position. This has become clearest with abortion policies: Because he wanted to appease the 
Evangelical voter base, the whole party applied the strictest possible policies, even at the threat of los- 
ing voters to whom a slightly more liberal approach was preferrable, e.g. for medical purposes. (As 
soon as he noticed the loss of voters, he altered his position and his party followed suit’) As we know, 
Trump is easy to influence from people he thinks are able to benefit him, such as his former fixer and 
mastermind of the Alt Right, Steve Bannon™. For the Heritage Foundation, Trump is therefore easy 
prey to promote an own political platform, and so, they have published their programme—“Mandate 
for Leadership 2025 ”—and dispatched their fixers to introduce the Mandate. All of this doesn’t need 
to be repeated in detail as we have spoken about it beforehand. What we haven’t spoken about be- 
forehand is the details of the Mandate, or some parts thereof. Just before we entered this section of 
the chapter, I noted that a tyrant is more interested in interior policies as foreign relations are per- 
ceived as nothing more than an obnoxious necessity that are better off inexistent so that no time had 
to be spent on them. Because of this matter-of-fact, I have spent a little time detailing Trump’s firm 
disinterest in Latin American policies—because his wall functions as a good metaphor of him pre- 
tending to be all four monkeys at once: See no issues that lead to the migrant crisis; hear nothing 
about it; don’t speak about it; and do nothing but build a wall to let them jam in Mexico. 

Some details have been amplified in the media already: That the Mandate earmarked mass layoffs 
of civil officials to replace them with more loyal officials. This policy alone is based on one of President 
Trump’s earliest conspiracy theories, that a “Deep State cabal” connived against him’ follows this 
policy as an argumentative thesis, disregarding its baselessness. But we should dig deeper into those 


plans and see what else can be found and how it probably resonates with Trump’s Statements and 


3 Beaumont, Thomas; Fernando, Christine (July 09, 2024). Republicans move at Trump’s behest to change how they 
will oppose abortion. AP News: https://apnews.com/article/republicans-abortion-party-platform-trump-rnc- 
§561e857¢5 501df9864ab8ca666d8bcs5 
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actions in the first tenure. There is also another name found in “Project 2025”, and that is the name 
of Thomas “Tom” Homan, a former police officer from New York City and “the father of what might 


be the Trump administration’s most controversial policy”! 


, namely the family separation policy. We 
have spoken about that with reference to a report by the Congress’ Human Rights Committee and 
the Women’s Refugee Commission. It was an ill-fated, misled policy that produced nothing but hun- 
dreds of thousands of traumatised children and adults who would become new cases of social ilk; they 
would eventually return to the US for despite of all the hardship they experienced when encountering 
CBP or ICE personnel, it is the only country that could guarantee them safety and prosperity. 

The reason I mention Homan’s name is not because he was an appointee of the Trump admin- 
istration, but because he has penned a chapter for the “Mandate”, a chapter we are not going to discuss 
here because for the controversial nature that migration and border protection policies embody, they 
are not relevant when we discuss whether Trump is a tyrant or not. As Madeleine Albright has writ- 
ten: Every Fascist is a tyrant, but not every tyrant is a Fascist'’’. One could call it evasive to not ask 
whether President Trump constituted a Fascist, as it would make the case for calling for his assassina- 
tion much easier, but honestly, the question is too placative, too encumbered with buzzwords and 
prejudices, that one couldn’t currently ponder the question seriously. One had to present to the peo- 
ple who loudly asked for such an analysis that firstly, we have not seen uniform groups of marauders 
fighting with dissenters on the Street as we saw it in Germany, where the “Sturmabteilung” battered 
with Communists on the Streets, or with the “Arditi di Popolo” in pre-Fascist Italy. WE have also not 
seen that President Trump Staged a false-flag attack that allowed the instatement of martial law to 
justify an absolute grasp for power, as it happened in Germany under the NSDAP. (Although it could 
not be told hitherto whether Marinus von der Lubbe ignited the Reichstag all by himself"°’. Rumours 
remain to this day, and likely will forever) President Trump has spoken raucously about his opposi- 
tion, his adversaries and minorities of every fashion, but he has also not tried to overaét judicial rul- 
ings. He has performed like an authoritarian, that is undeniable, but for Fascism, it takes a lot more 
than just that. 

To give an overview of what we are going to discuss, the following two sections will be of our 
interest: Section 1, entirely, and section 2, chapter 7 and 8. 

It may seem little, but they contain the topics that are of interest for a tyrant, at least in my opin- 
ion: They concern the inner worKings of the governmental bureaucracy and what the government 
does in order to govern its people on a basis that is not concerned with a certain discipline, like agri- 


culture or education. In short, it concerns the rooftop design of the governmental system. If those 


6 Dickerson, Caitlin (Aug. 07, 2022). The secret history of the U.S. government’s family-separation policy. The Atlantic: 
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sections are poorly governed, the whole subordinate body politics could collapse. Likewise, staffing 
said body politics with Stooges with no other skills than obeying the President’s playbook, it could 
quickly descend to an indoétrinating apparatus. That’s why remarks about section 3, chapter 11 - 
“Department of Education”, are not out of the ballpark. Russia has shown us that even in the 21* 
century, autocrats value the goal of indoétrination of the youngest generations to fall in line with the 
government’s agenda’. 

The first chapter of the first section does not deliver us with anything worthwhile, as it consists 
almost exclusively of descriptions of what specific offices oversee and do, often ending with the obvi- 
ous conclusion that a suitable person must be found to occupy said office. We can therefore skip it 
entirely and jump right into the second chapter. 

Early in the first section’s second chapter, Russell Vought—one of the influencers of the Heritage 
Foundation in the Trump transition team who is responsible for infiltrating the “Mandate” into the 
second Trump tenure, and also the author of said seétion—has praised the Trump administration’s 
compilation of the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) and the Program Associate Directors 
(PAD) in order to increase oversight and a more responsible household spending; furthermore, to 
increase oversight on how the money is spent’. The problem is that in the process, someone who 
was described by Vought as a “career official”, a politically independent bureaucrat, has thus been 
replaced in duty by a political appointee, which Vought is’. As it is Stated in the second source with 
reference to unnamed officials of the Trump administration, such reallocation of the oversight obli- 
gation is meant to make it possible for the president to sanction misguided execution of the office, 
but in the end, the only purpose that can truly be seen therein is to coordinate the execution and 
create dependence to the White House where there used to be an independent agency. Since this step 
has only happened late in the first tenure of the Trump Presidency, but because Vought perceived it 
as such a beneficial decision for the execution of the OMB’s office, he presents plans to go further and 
do the same with the Resource Management Office (RMO) and a range of other offices'”’. All of this 


peaks in a frankly supportable decision, namely to increase funds for the Office of Information and 


407 Mycraesa, Conus; Viuxosa, Aaena (8 Mas 2024). «He sacrasasior, 1 Ha TOM cracn6o». Hosa Tasera Esponia: 
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Regulatory Affairs (OIRA) since, as he says, “OIRA review often leads to fewer regulatory burdens, 
more regulatory benefits, and better coordination of regulatory policy, funding for OIRA tends to 
pay large dividends.”'!’ There is nothing to argue against that. Since the state is a regulatory establish- 
ment, it shouldn’t use all that much money. Until the third chapter of this section, Vought continues 
to outline roles of federal agencies and where costs can be cut. A good part of the rest is concerned 
again with responsible spending’, which, as I said, is nothing to complain about. But since a good 
part is concerned with specific policy issues that do not match the question of proposing tyrannical 
rulership, we should move on to the next chapter. One could argue that their suggestion to morph 
the vice president’s office into a “training ground for presidential office”, and to furthermore “be fully 
integrated into each and every process from the start of a new Administration and not have to wait to 
be invited to join various meetings or working groups on an ad hoc basis”"’. This would be a little 
complicated, since the vice president should not be the president’s extended arm, a second president 
who ran on the same ticket. One could argue that as per the Constitution, the vice president’s tasks 
are few'’* But one shouldn’t thus give the vice president the same authorities that the president al- 
ready holds. The office as it Stands it is comparable to the president in Germany, a mere representative 
of the country as a whole, a ceremonial funétion with no power. But even that doesn’t fit since the 
vice president in the United States, he enjoys the tiebreaking power when the votes in the Senate are 
caught in a gridlock. 

The third section is where most people would raise eyebrows, since it contains the parts that I have 
mentioned a couple of times beforehand with reference to media coverage of the “Mandate”. The 
authors of this section admitted that the status quo’s system was suitable “for the nation’s first cen- 
tury”, but that progressives intellectuals and activists demanded “a more professionalized, scientific, 
and politically neutral Administration. Progressives designed a merit syStem to promote expertise and 
shield bureaucrats from partisan political pressure, but it soon began to insulate civil servants from 
accountability”."” The question is what decisions said bureaucrats fell that they had to be held ac- 
countable for? In the first two sections of the “Mandate”, we learn about the various agencies, but 
when one follows annual political coverage about the almost ceremonial debates on the household 


and the NCAA, there seems to be little need to prosecute bureaucrats who work in the background, 


3 Thid., page 49. 


"4 “The OSTP and OMB are required to work together on an annual basis to prioritize the funding requests and whatever 
Congress adds on top of them, but there continues to be concern about mission creep and funds expended on nonsctentific 


RE€SD,” (ibid., page 59) 
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"6 Article 1, Section 3, Clause 4.1 of the United States’ Constitution: https://constitution.congress.gov/browse/es- 
say/artI-S3-C4-1/ALDE_ oooorrtt/ 


"7 Devine, Donald; Kirk, Dennis Dean; Dans, Paul (2023). Central Personnel Agencies: Managing the Bureaucracy. In: 
Dans, Paul; Groves, Steve (Eds.) Mandate for Leadership. The Conservative Promise. Washington DC: The Heritage 


Foundation. Page 71. 
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keeping the system as a bare scaffold running. Furthermore, when we come back to the recent Su- 
preme Court ruling on presidential ruling, the incentive to prosecute bureaucrats for their official 
actions seems diminished. If the president can commit acts harmful to the nation and/or the govern- 
ment, why shouldn’t the bureaucrats, whose impact would likely be more concentrated? I know that 
the “Mandate” was published long before the Supreme Court came to its landmark ruling"'’, but 
there is little chance that they would readjust their opinion in consequence. Interestingly, the first 
couple of paragraphs do not concern ideologically driven hires but the return of a merit system that 
was in action before Jimmy Carter became president, or more technically speaking, long before he ran 
for president and complained about its deactivation on the argument that it could discriminate 
against applicants. As they noted, President Barack Obama reactivated it in an improved fashion un- 
der the USAHire system”. With reference to the merit system, the “Mandate” frequently demands 
that the bureaucrats’ performance needed to be observed, evaluated and improved. This bears the 
question how performance is evaluated with a job that often consists of non-trivial labour where 
nothing material is produced’”’. We do not speak of a craft or a worker on the assembly line, and the 
authors seem to be aware thereof. Throughout the past few pages, when this demand is raised, the 
specifics are left out. Not even references to existing syStems for such evaluations are cited or para- 
phrased. In their suggestion of “Merit Pay”™', they pile on with their idea of evaluation of workers’ 
performance by linking their payment thereto. Again, we cannot tell how the evaluation worked, and 
even less how the measurement were linked to payment. We could think about the aforementioned 
assembly line workers who are paid by the number of produéts they have manipulated as expected, 
the term “piecework” is derived therefrom. Overall, while meant to improve the performance of the 


government, the demands are incompletely presented and should have stayed longer on the drafting 


table. 


"8 The Heritage Foundation (April 21, 2023). Projeét 2025 Publishes Comprehensive Policy Guide, ‘Mandate for Lead- 


ership: The Conservative Promise’. Link: https://www.heritage.org/press/project-2.02 5-publishes-comprehensive- 


policy-guide-mandate-leadership-the-conservative-promise -- in contrast, the Supreme Court’s ruling was decided 


and published on July 01, 2024, as it can be read on the frontage. 
"° Donald Devine et al. (2023), page 72—73. 


To understand what “USAHire” is, read this sheet with Frequently Asked Questions: https://help.usastaff- 
ing.gov/ResourceCenter/images/f/ff/USA_Hire FAQs_3.18.21.pdf (PDF, 499 KB) 


© And it is of question whether the vetted Staff by the Heritage Foundation were able to assess whether a petty bureaucrat 
were worthy keeping or disposable, given that Kevin Roberts, the aforementioned author and foremost mastermind of 


the “Mandate”, speaks as if he were a contemporary of Joseph McCarthy. Read: 


Garcia-Navarro, Lulu (Jan. 21, 2024). Inside the Heritage Foundation’s Plans for ‘Institutionalizing Trumpism’. 


New York Times Magazine: https://www.nytimes.com/2024/o1/21/magazine/heritage-foundation-kevin- 
roberts.html 


121 


Ibid., page 74. 


57 Trump the Tyrant 


Another turn I would generally agree with, but which is often treated as a means to itself as the 
slashing of taxes, is the mass layoff of federal employees’. The authors mention that many presidents 
preceding Donald J. Trump tried and failed to reduce the number of bureaucrats. As I said, I condone 
the idea, but it needed to be specified where exaétly they were reduced, as not all of them are pencil 
pushers. Throughout the pandemic-induced lockdowns, we have seen that many national parks were 
contaminated with litter because there were no federal employees who would usually manage the 
parks and clean them. Social services rely on the desk workers who process enquiries and other paper- 
work. One mutt be fully aware of the overall size of the administrative body before beginning to draw 
artificial red lines as colonialists did in Africa and elsewhere. And in an agenda spanning 920 pages, 
one would have expected more detailed work when entire chapters were dedicated to Wikipedia-like 
entries on the single agencies. One page onwards, the same rule has to apply to the question which 
federal agencies can be dissolved, and which can stay. At least there it is easier to define and rule on a 
raison d’étre, since they demand them to explain their mission and purpose, and would thus be can- 
celled if they were deemed unnecessary. Who would fell this decision? We could imagine that since 
they wrote that report in 2023, they had the Argentinian Libertarian president Javier Milei in mind, 
who has campaigned on the agenda of dissolving several governmental agencies in order to reduce 
State debt. Hitherto (2024/08/09), he has not made great strides, given how long it took him to pass 
his “ley bases”, but two agencies he was able to dissolve: The public news broadcast “Telam” and the 
anti-discrimination agency’. But to compare the United States with Argentina were ludicrous and 
undebatable, Milei faces a country in ruins, whereas the US are hardened and doing well, given the 
circumstances. 

One statement from page 79 Sticks out for all the wrong reasons: “An autonomous bureaucracy 
has neither independent constitutional Status nor separate moral legitimacy. Therefore, career civil 
servants by themselves should not lead major policy changes and reforms.”!** One could wonder what 
he meant by “leading major policy changes and reforms”, as those privileges are usually reserved for 
members of Congress. The bureaucrats only work in the background, taking care of the nitty-gritty 
that no-one notices because they don’t stand in the foreground of political reforms. Another question 
is how the authors think independence could be excluded from the employment of civil servants. The 
answer is obvious: Instead of being employed from the outside, from the general mass of US-Ameri- 


cans, political functionaries from the Republican or Democratic member base were selected or could 
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3 Casa Rosada (Presidencia) (06 de Agosto, 2024). Conferencia de prensa del Vocero Presidencial, Manuel Adorni, desde 


Casa Rosada. Conexidn: https://www.casarosada.gob.ar/informacion/conferencias/s50602-conferencia-de- 


prensa-del-vocero-presidencial-manuel-adorni-desde-casa-rosada-60 


Sigal, Lucia (March 04, 2024). Argentine State news agency Telam shut after Milei threat. Reuters: 


https://www.reuters.com/world/americas/argentine-state-news-agency-telam-shut-after-milei-threat-202 4- 


03-04/ 
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apply for offices. If this was what the authors had in mind, the predicate “dystopian” fit like a shoe to 
the proposal, an almost Soviet condition. It also had got nothing to do with a merit-based employ- 
ment Strategy as it was described a couple of pages before. The problems don’t Stop at that point, 
though. Because of an almost schizophrenic belief that a majority of “careerists” leaned to the left and 
therefore towards the Democratic party, it is suggested that “job descriptions for new positions” must 
“closely mirror the functions of a political appointee; a special hiring authority that allows the bypass- 
ing of veterans’ preference as well as other preference categories; [...]” he closes with the preémptive 


99125 


effect of “the ability to frustrate career candidates from taking the desired position.”’” Translated into 
plainer language, the authors suggest that job descriptions must disincentivise those who want to 
work as bureaucrats for the money and the career it (allegedly) implies and attract those who want to 
infiltrate the government as ideologically driven people who want to manipulate the administration’s 
interior to curry favours for their party. Given the Heritage Foundation’s history of leaning towards 
the Republican party, we could imagine who they had in mind—the Republicans—but when such 
suggestions were supposed to be enacted, they could easily fall back onto them when a Democratic 
president resided in the White House, thus bore the power to pervade political appointees. It is the 
same with any precedence that were created, it was the same case with President Trump’s inflationary 
use of Executive Orders (EOs), which first created an affront when President Obama used it to, inter 
alia, declare war on Libya in 201 1'*°. One must be careful what to normalise during one’s tenure since 
the successor of an opposing party could pick it up and do it the same way as one did it during one’s 
own time. And what the Heritage Foundation has presented hereby is nothing short of purely au- 
thoritarian. 


127" we can 


Because the authors are not as critical of unions representing federal government jobs 
leave that topic aside. In my opinion, unionisation is not a problem as it helps the workers to work 
eye to eye with their employer to reach the best mutually satisfactory condition. Only those who are 
disinterested in reaching such an agreement would also shield themselves from confronting unions. 
In the end, it is nothing but a representation of the workers, so that one technically worked with a 
workers’ envoy. 

On the last page before the endnotes, the authors claim that their plans would relieve the bureau- 
cracy of its bloat and inefficacy. The first pages surely could provide for that, especially when they 
begin to specify what they had in mind in particular. But the recruitment and direéct advertisement 


towards political functionaries could create bureaucratic inefficacy by other means. The merit-based 


© Tbid, page 80. 


6 Rodt, Damon (Nov. 14, 2016). “P’ve Got a Pen and I’ve Got a Phone”: Obama’s Executive Overreach Becomes 
Trump’s Executive Overreach. Reason Magazine: https://reason.com/201 6/11/14/ive-got-a-pen-and-ive-got-a- 
phone-obamas/ 

For reference: Throughout his first tenure, President Trump has filed a total of 220 EOs: https://web.ar- 


chive.org/web/202.40809185309/https://www.federalregister.gov/presidential-documents/executive-orders, 
while President Obama filed a total of 277 EOs throughout the span of two tenures. 
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recruitment is a favourable technique and one that resembles the free market the closest, while adver- 
tising based on a political litmus test would favour those with the closest ideological proximity. No 
party can secure a third consecutive tenure, and even if it could, the people will prefer a change in 
leadership eventually, something that a government needs to be prepared for. That’s why it needs to 
be politically independent and permeable for every kind of president. Troubles and juxtapositions 
would hinder any advancement and coGperation for the most ridiculous reasons. Bureaucrats are fix- 
ers for those in the actual leading positions, they are the smallest gearwheels in the political clockwork. 
The leadership positions the authors speak about are none on the political basis, but comparable to 
those who work in the administration of a company on the free market. The authors exaggerate their 
power, but would create great harm when they introduced actually incompetent, but politically fzt- 


ting Stooges into the positions. Let’s hope that this snippet will not weigh in. 


We haven’t mentioned it beforehand, but a few remarks should be brought against the suggested 
plans for the DOJ, or more properly said for its undoing. The authors suggest that, after the alleged 
“Russian hoax of 2016”, the FBI should be implemented within the DOJ to increase oversight’**. The 
problems with such an implementation should be obvious: With every formerly independent entity 
that were allocated to an administrative agency, it lost its independence. The FBI may not be perfect, 
as we have already spoken about above, but without its independent oversight, the Special Counsel’s 
investigation would possibly not have been feasible; it would furthermore have eased President 
Trump’s interception of the Bureau’s leadership. In the future, it could also make an inStrumentali- 
zation of the agency by the president likelier. This suggestion is particularly funny since the Republi- 
can party had instrumentalised independent agencies for its prosecution of President Trump. One 
could bring up Representative Jim Jordan’s (R—OH-o04) “Weaponization Committee”, but this 
meant to repeat what we already wrote above. 

The “Mandate” speaks a lot about laying off employees, and the FBI is no stranger thereto. The 
authors suggest that approximately 300 attorneys at the FBI should be laid off because they were “not 
necessary to the functioning of the FBI in their current capacity.”'”’ Instead, the FBI should refer to 
attorneys at the DOJ. This is another attempt at combining independent agencies with those of the 
political administration, and for this reason, it must be rejected on the basis that it would further 
mitigate the former’s independence. What can be offered as a compromise is that a few attorneys are 
laid off to maintain the FBI’s capacity to function without the surplus costs for the taxpayers. Need- 
less to say, the layoffs don’t mean that the next administration under President Trump should hire 
more political appointees to “Stop bad things from happening through proper management or to 


promote the President’s agenda”’’. A fairly neutral way of saying that there were too many 


“8 Hamilton, Gene (2023). Department of Justice. In: Dans, Paul; Groves, Steve (Eds.) Mandate for Leadership. The 
Conservative Promise. Washington DC: The Heritage Foundation. Page 549. 
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independent entities in the way of President Trump’s agenda from being enforced despite doubts 
about their Constitutionality or accordance with international law. It is safe to say now that through- 
out the various chapters, the topic of laying off incumbent bureaucrats to replace them with “politi- 
cally trained” employees is a red thread, even in chapters we will not discuss in this text. 

One page beforehand, and again in reference to the “Russian hoax”, as the author falsely calls it, 
he also calls upon the FBI to no longer engage in the inhibition and prosecution of misinformation. 
Especially in times where social media services lay off Staff from their departments of mitigating the 
spread of misinformation on their platforms, it would be additionally harmful for younger internet 
users, easily manipulable people and, because of the latter, for Democracies. The authors could argue 
that the FBI’s impact on combating disinformation were little compared to what the platforms could 
do if they were consequential about enforcing policies against disinformation’*’. But this doesn’t 
mean that prosecution shouldn’t be possible for those who become serial disinformers who make a 
business thereof for the purpose of corrupting trust in Democracy and trustworthy news sources’. 
The author would possibly refer to individual responsibility, but how well does this bode for a nation? 
Individual responsibility in a larger community must be limited to issues that concern only oneself. 
As soon as issues span beyond the individual’s proximity and affect others as well, the individual can- 
not be relied on to make prudent decisions that won’t harm one as an outsider. President Trump was 
an example of how fake news can determine a presidency, despite the study we have cited beforehand, 


since he himself has built his tenure on the premise of lies and misconceptions’*’. Circling back forces 


8! McCabe, S.D., Ferrari, D., Green, J. et al. PoSt-January 6th deplatforming reduced the reach of misinformation on 


Twitter. Nature 630, 132-140 (202.4). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-07524-8 


Hoes, E., Aitken, B., Zhang, J. et al. Prominent misinformation interventions reduce misperceptions but increase 


scepticism. Nat Hum Behav (2024). https://doi.org/10.1038/s41 § 62-02.4-01884-x 


McKay, S., €% Tenove, C. (2021). Disinformation as a Threat to Deliberative Democracy. Political Research Quarterly, 
74(3), 703-717. https://doi.org/10.1177/1065912920938143 


Morgan, S. (2018). Fake news, disinformation, manipulation and online tactics to undermine democracy. Journal of Cyber 


Policy, 3(1), 39-43. https://doi.org/10.1080/23738871.2018.1462395 


83 President Trump is the symptom of an epidemic within our WeStern society; not that of disinformation, fake news 
and misinformation, but of the increasing relativisation of factual truths. This may come as a surprise to the people who 
have observed the climate change debates, where people who call for Strifter measures often refer to institutions of all 
colours who oversee the climatic development and the consequences thereof, selling their opinions as facts incarnate, 
disregarding that they are talKing about politics, a field where scientists themselves don’t extend recommendations; they 
only lay some benchmark rates bare from which politicians could orient their policies. This coexistence of evidentiary 
information, unfortunately, leads to the soon indistinétion of one another also because many people deny faéts not be- 
cause they genuinely didn’t believe credible information, but because they fear that if vitally dangerous conditions to 
which they point could also endanger their own livelihoods, the comfort of their lives as they built them thitherto. Han- 
nah Arendt has pointed that out already in an essay of hers. (Arendt, Hannah (2023). Wahrheit und Liige in der Politik. 
Zwei Essays. Miinchen: Piper. Pp. 56—59) 

Concerning Trumps twice-mentioned. pathological disposition to lies, she has written moreover that facts have 
»keinerlei zwingende Evidenz fiir den menschlichen Verstand”, because they sometimes didn’t even make sense (ibid., 


page 75 )—a statement we could allow at least for subjects that a recipient is incapable of maKing sense of because they 
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against fake news were an exactly wrong lesson to be learnt from this. But then again, we are talking 
about the Heritage Foundation, which itself is Republican-oriented, so that they are likely to perceive 
disinformation as an opportunity, not a threat. 

The segment about the DOJ’s duty to eliminate (allegedly) unlawful investigations, policies and 
decrees is Strange insofar as that the author has mentioned that it should happen in accordance with 
existing rule of law. Why shouldn’t that have happened beforehand already? We have seen that Presi- 
dent Trump urged then-AG Rod Rosenstein to eliminate the Special Counsel’s investigation because 
Robert Mueller had a confli& of interest'**. This comes after Rosenstein himself appointed Robert S. 
Mueller III." Perhaps the author didn’t have that in mind, but if we assume that the DOJ already 
held the power to terminate investigations, no reforms were needed, and this entire page were nothing 
but a reminder. We could furthermore raise our suspicions against a political office’s powers, even 
though the collected authors of the “Mandate” emphasised that those were elected officials, but you 
wouldn’t hire an everyman to conduct an investigation, so why would you leave it to a political func- 
tionary to decide whether an investigation were right to be continued or had to be terminated because 


it were a politically biased offence. 


That’s all she wrote. Or at least that is all of the “Mandate” that is of interest to me since it con- 
cerned the government’s inner workings. Altogether, there were a couple of reasonable suggestions, 
but all of them were tainted with a blend of right-winged disinformation, schizophrenic mania and a 
twisted idea of what independence and impartiality meant. It makes sense that one could think that 
President Trump picked them up, even though he distanced himself from them, as noted earlier. Oth- 
ers have forecasted their soon demise’”’, although they have noted also that functionaries such as those 
we have noted in the beginning could still become part of the next government, the foremost of them 


Russell Vought, since he already earned credentials in the first Trump cabinet. We could therefore 


lack professional knowledge. To tell a recipient to simply accept what has been presented as true would be against human 
nature as it meant to lay down one’s guard and obey to an eminent authority without any suspicion. She perceives human 
reason as underwhelming, therefore ill-prepared for both the approximate environment and factual truths. 

Despite that bleak outlook, Ms. Arendt remained optimistic about the future. As she wrote: ,,[atsachen sind 
hartnackig, und trotz ihrer Verletzlichkeit, iiber die wir zu Beginn dieser Uberlegungen sprachen, verfiigen sie iiber eine 
seltsame Zahigkeit, die damit zusammenhingt, daf sie, wie alle Ergebnisse menschlichen Handelns —, im Unterschied zu 
den Produkten menschlcihen Herstellens — nicht riickgiingig gemacht werden kénnen.“ (ibid., page 85) She is right about 
that, but the problem is that when people in power deny their truth for whichever reason, they remain toothless and 
disposable. One can tell that she is a philosopher, not a political practitioner: She is bound more to abstract rights than to 


what matters in the sociopolitical reality. 


®* RS. Mueller III. (2019), vol. IL, page 86. 
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assume that while not the full “Mandate” were brought into effect, some core parts could still be 
introduced; if not the policy parts, then for the plans on how to restructure the government. There is 
little chance that the Supreme Court would intervene therein, since the Constitution doesn’t say an- 
ything about the interior structure of the government, other than what it has got to do. We have got 
the Federalist Paper N° 47, in which James Madison wrote that a tyranny were defined by “the accu- 
mulation of all powers, legislative, executive, and judiciary, in the same hands, whether of one, a few, 
or many, and whether hereditary, selfappointed, or elective”'?’. Now Trump has never explicitly pur- 
sued the accumulation of all of those powers in his cabinet or even in his hands alone, but with regards 
to the introduction of political appointees and the compilation of agencies under the oversight of his 
ministries, we came dangerously close to something that could be defined as such an accumulation. 


Hence, the first steps to a tyranny per definitionem a priort. 


Now that we have defined the first tenure of President Trump and how a second tenure could 
look like in accordance with the Heritage Foundation’s “Mandate”, the next question we need to 
propose to ourselves is: What is a tyrant, precisely? What is he when we follow historical examples? 


Such are the questions that are going to concern us in the next chapter. 


87 Madison, James (Feb. 01, 1768). The Particular Structure of the New Government and the Distribution of Power 
Among Its Different Parts (alias Federalist Ne 47). New York City: New York Packet. 
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What is a Tyrant? 


g] hen it comes to someone wondering how to define a tyrant, two names may come immedi- 


YpY| ately to mind: Eevo~av, because he wrote “Hiro, or on Tyranny”. (‘Tép@v) And Leo Strauss, 


because he has written an important secondary work on Zevogv’s Tépav. The problem is 
that Zevo@ev’s tyrant was different from how we would define a tyrant today, both from a layman’s 
or -woman’s perspective, and from that of a political scientist. It is therefore that I will discard those 
two names immediately. We will draw from historical examples to the best of our abilities and the 
sources’ applicability, and otherwise rely on academic sources and what else can be found, in order to 
find a definition that matches our modern-day Standards without donning the facade of having been 
bent to match the author’s preferences. So, let’s see what we can find. 

‘The first source many people consult when looKing for the definition of a word is a dictionary. 
But since we are writing about political subjects, a dictionary is of little help as it aligns mostly with 
popular understandings of a word. As we need a more qualified description, we refer to a lexicon of 
political sciences. Therein, we can read that according to AplototeAns, tyrannical rulership is an un- 
lawful one directed towards the ruler’s sole benefit. It is furthermore described as the rulership of one 
person alone’. This helps little as it doesn’t even distinguish between other types of rulership such as 
the dictatorship—which it came closest to—or autocracies, although it differed therefrom insofar as 
autocracies are usually built around ruling parties’. Yet this is not an exclusively modern interpreta- 
tion of tyrannical rule: In his “Anopvnpovevpata”, Zevo~av has written that “tv pev yap 
EKOVIMV TE TOV AVOPAT@V KAI KATA VOpLOUG TOV TOAE@V APyNV Baotreiav Nyeito, thv d5é 


OKOVIOV TE Kai LT] Kata vOpLOUG, GAA’ Stas 6 &pya@v BovAotto, tTupavvida”? 


. What is interesting 
is that when one reads the same line in an English translation (e.g. E.C. Marchant (1923), one is going 
to read the last word as “Despotism”. To the unlearnt eye, this would not make much of a difference 
since forms of governance like Autocracy, Authoritarianism, and Despotism coexist synonymously, 
and I cannot tell that I always live up to a Standard of strictly distinguishing between them, but for 
the sake of our argument here, we shall be a little more pernickety than usual. In our referential lexi- 
con, we read that Despotism is the state of “unrestrained rule of violence and arbitrariness”*. While 
not entirely wrong, it describes only an aspect of tyrannical rule, namely that of lack of consideration 
for the people. It does not necessarily imply that the tyrant acts on the virtue of self-enrichment. It 


may be rare that a tyrant were tyrannical just for the sake of enjoying brutal action, but it is not 


' Holtman, Everhard (Hrsg.) (2000) Politik-Lexikon. Miinchen, Wien: R. Oldenbourg Verlag. Seite 696. 
* Although the source cited here above would disagree with my assessment. See: ibid, page 55. 
> Bevogav, “Anopvnpovebpata”, book 4, chapter 6, section 12. 
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impossible. ApiototéAns has called Kingship “napéxBaoig 5€ Baoietag pev tTupawic”’. But 
AptototeAng didn’t think about that a King too could fall from grace and become a deeply immoral, 
egoistic, even though he Started off as a well-acclaimed member of his community. Therefore, while 
Kingship may have been one of the most suitable forms of governance under the assumption of his 
understanding of the Athenian Constitution, it is not safe that a Kingship could quickly morph into 
a tyranny. When dealing with man, we always have to deal with sudden switches based on as little as 
personal changes of mind. 

One interesting aspect of Ancient Greece, as much as it could be described as Greece in the An- 
cient Age anyway, several poleis had laws that granted the legal right to assassinate tyrants or even 
those who were going to rule as tyrants, in order to preserve and inaugurate Democratic rule in soci- 
ety. It was also because of this common position against tyranny that the slaughter of tyrants in power 
was often praised by the populace, as it is conveyed in several writings of contemporaries®. With ref- 
erence to our subject-matter, Donald J. Trump, we could point towards the Athenian Constitution 
(chapter 16, section 10) as conveyed by AptototéAns to read that even the mere aim to rule like a 
tyrant embodied sufficient reason to justify manslaughter’. If we assumed that he acted like a tyrant 
in his second tenure and assumed the lessons from the Athenian Constitution and the poleis that had 
anti-tyranny laws during their periods of Democracy as applicable to the modern age, we could justify 
his assassination as a prophylactic act to save the US Democracy from its demise. But in order to argue 


that point, we must first answer this chapter’s introductory question: What is a tyrant? 


> ApiototéAns, “Hua Nucopdyera”, 1160a. “TloAtiKa”, 128 9b. 


° ApiototéAns, “TloArtika”, book 2, section 1267a. He also points out the factor of self-enrichment in tyrannical rule, 
next to the egoistic behaviour overrunning the public interest. 

EZevopov “Tép@v”, chapter 4, section 5. There, he writes that “dvti yap Tod tlwapetv ai MdAEIc AVTOIC HEYaAWS 
TIL@O1 TOV ATOKTEIVAaVTA TOV TUPAvvoOV, Kai AvTi ye TOD EipyElv EK TOV LEPAV, DOTIED TOVSG TAV idlATAV MoVEAC, 
QVTi TOUTOU Kai EiKOVAG EV TOI iEpoic LoOTHOLV Ai MOAEIG TAV TOLODTOV TL TOMOaVTaV.” This is the Starkest affirmation 
that those laws not only granted murders of tyrants a carte blanche for their deed, but even celebrated them as heroes and 
salvagers. 

‘Tooxpatns, 8.143. He wrote that “éxeivoig yap ddiketv pév qttov eotw 7 toicg isiwtaic, tooobTw Sé 
LOAKAPLOTOTEPOL TLYXAVOVOLV OVTES TOV Bia TAG TUPAWVIbAG KATEXOVTOV, OOOV Ot HEV TODG TOLOVTOUG ATIOKTELVAVTEG 
TAG HEVioTAG SMPEAGS APA TOV OVETIOAITEVOHEV@V AapBdavovolw”. And while we Stumble across the same translational 
trouble as we already did with Zevoav, at least the characteristic traits of a tyranny are given. 

SpeaKing of Zevopav, he has also recounted two examples of tyrannicides as they took place, but we will spare them 
for later in the chapter of historically proven incidents of tyrannicides, the reason for their happening as well as how they 
were received, although it can be anticipated that they don’t differ in reception from the few cases we have listed in this 


footnote. 


” @éopia tade APnvoiwv Kai matpia: €dv tives Tupaweiv éenaviotdvtoi [emi tupavvidi] i ovyKabioti tiv 
tupawida, tov eivar Kai adtov Kai yévoc,’ — because remain pernickety, we must point out that this does not con- 
stitute prey for those who are brave enough to slay tyrants. It only says that those (and their families) who do or are intent 
to, are disenfranchised of all of their rights. We could compare it to the ,,Reichsacht” in medieval Germany, where crimi- 
nals could be declared ,,vogelfrey”, i.e. Stripped of their rights, so that those who robbed or murdered them could not be 


held legally accountable for it. The same law seems to apply here too. 
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In TTAct@v’s view, a tyrant is not an inherently bad man but someone who had no sense of virtue 
and therefore descended haphazardly into an amoral type of rulership, therefore usually feared and 
hated by his people’. This could be the scheme for any authoritarian ruler, although we cannot tell 
whether ITAdtwv took those into consideration who deliberately condoned the exclusion and vilifi- 
cation of certain groups of people within one’s society, as it is the case with President Trump who we 
cited above with the dehumanisation of particular groups which he didn’t identify as Democrats but 
I presumed as such because he didn’t want to incriminate himself explicitly but leave it up for inter- 
pretations he could wave off as badmouthing against him later on. As it happened in the Third Reich 
when the public never heard from Hitler or Goebbels that Jews and other “non-Aryan” minorities 
were deported into concentration camps, but only how they tainted the “Aryan” gene pool and were 
nothing but parcels of corrupt moneychangers, thieves, murderers and what else came into mind. For 
the right of today, it is always a game of charade to never say the quiet part out loud and later deny 
having implied it despite the most obvious subversions. With reference to Pindar, the author notes 
that the descent into tyranny for a formerly moral ruler is not inevitable and that it therefore depends 
on himself to not go astray’. While it is true, it is also a nuisance born into human nature: The almost 
unstoppable yearning for more, the greed for more power, and the occasional wilfulness to not stop 
anywhere to achieve this allegedly greatest good. Once a man is in power, he may eventually rise over 
his head and overgo even his closest advisers and confidantes who may urge him to limit himself. Man 
is not made to rule over goods and land too great to oversee by himself, it exceeds human imagination 
and can lead to the loss of one’s humanity. TAdta@v and Zevogav have both gone even further in 
alleging that a tyrant, once he had to murder in self-defence, would develop “a taste for bloodshed””, 
which we could at least question nowadays; it would be ridiculed as a horror movie trope about a 
serial killer. As the historian Edward Gibbon wrote: 


“Most of the crimes whith disturb the internal peace of society, are produced by the restraints whith 
the necessary, but unequal laws of property, have imposed on the appetites of mankind, by confining 
to a few the possession of those objects that are coveted by many. Of all our passions and appetites, the 


love of power ts of the most imperious and unsociable nature, since the pride of one man requires the 


submission of the multitude. In the tumult of civil discord, the laws of soctety lose their force, and 
thetr place ts seldom supplied by those of humanity. The ardour of contention, the pride of victory, the 
despair of success, the memory of past injuries, and the fear of future dangers, all contribute to 


* Stewart, E. (2021). The Tyrant’s Progress: The Meaning of TYPANNOZ in Plato and Aristotle. Polis: The Journal for 
Ancient Greek and Roman Political Thought, 3 8(2), 208-236. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1163/205 12996-12340323. 


Page 216. 
° Ibid, page 222. 


Thid, page 231. 
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inflame the mind, and to silence the voice of pity. From such motives almost every page of history has 
been Stained with civil blood; [...]”™ 


This quote touches on a lot that can also be aligned not only to tyrants but to any kind of ruler 
who has committed to manifesting injustice within the fabric of society. Naively we could argue that 
the ruler’s self-enrichment were no problem as long as every inferior citizen of the nation could follow 
likewise and guarantee its enrichment too. But since resources that qualify as means of enrichment 
are finite, combined with the ruler’s usual overpower, the joy is unique insofar as that only one person 
or one caste could do so, at the expense of the greater rest. Nowadays, Capitalism is blamed to have 
done what Kings did in the Middle Ages: Exploit the greater mass of people to live lavishly. And while 
the argument often falls short of reality due to ideological short-sightedness and the preference for 
simple answers to avoid having to indulge in the granular issues at hand, there are some grains that 
bear truth to the issue. One such example is the dominance of Western fisheries in Western Africa: 
While in the past, local fishermen were able to nourish their families with their job, the arrival of 
European fishing companies has led to their impoverishment due to their greater power and their 
practice of overfishing the seas, so that nothing was left for the aforementioned local fishermen. The 
problem, though, is that the states to whom the fishing grounds belong as part of the land, did not 
Stop the practice but instead enjoyed benefits from the fishing companies to whom they granted the 
rights to overfish. The same applies to the privatisation of wells where peoples used to get water: In 
the end, they were only allowed to purchase the water they used to carry in buckets in plastic bottles. 
The argument that modern pipe systems guaranteed cleaner drinking water doesn’t hold when the 
company that installed the pipes thenceforth also holds the exclusive rights to the well. Either a con- 
tract was violated, or the people were marooned, painting the company—to give it a name: Nestlé— 
as corrupt and negatively exploitative. If the people had been the original landholders, instead of a 
corrupt government, such practices would likely not have happened, but here we are now. If we 
wanted to modernise the Ancient Greek examples of tyranny, the sellout of land at the expense of the 
people whose protest were later quelled when they took their anger and desperation not the streets, 
were certainly a part of the allotted characteristics. Or, to generalise it a little more: Corruption—is a 
modern characteristic trait of tyrants. There may be arguments that this way, a good number of rulers 
across the globe were not only autocrats or dictators but also tyrants. This bears the questions whether 
tyrants could be distinguished from tyrants, or whether tyranny is actually an original, an Ur-type of 
modern-day authoritarianism. Technically, it is, although tyranny must be emphasised as a particu- 
larly bloody type of autocracy: Not only were people suppressed in their civil rights, but also were 
they smothered through police violence and capital punishments for people who ran opposition cam- 
paigns against those who didn’t stop at Staging protests on the streets. beaopycp would be an apt 
example, since it only recently planned to execute a foreign worker of the Red Cross for allegedly 


spreading “propaganda against the country”. The charge was later dropped, and the worker extradited 


“ Gibbon, Edward (1827). The History of the Decline and Fall of the Roman Empire, vol. 1. London: Talboys and 


Wheeler and William Pickering. Page 101. Underscore mine. 
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to Germany’. Beaopycp also fits as the example of ludicrous suppression of opposition, as 
AasxcanAp AykauraHka even prohibited the use of the country’s pre-Soviet flag, the use of the coun- 
try’s original language is barely existent as the country’s dictator himself preferably uses Russian to 
communicate in speeches and press releases’. In German television, the country to the East of Poland 
was at times described as a Soviet theme park, given that so much of the Soviet Union was preserved 
in the country, especially the dictatorship model—the last of the European continent—and the close 
proximity to Moscow, which can no longer be described as a cross-cultural friendship but a Belarusian 
serfdom to the Kremlin. Assassinating AyKam9uxa therefore bore multiple benefits when the coun- 
try could avoid a Russian intervention to prevent a Democratically government to take over office: It 
could reinvigorate Belarusian culture and identity beyond its existence as Russia’s anteroom; it could 
help to foster transnational relations and even a future membership with the European Union; free- 
dom of speech and the press could settle down in the state. While it made sense to take such aspects 
into consideration, those cannot be understood as essential factors of a tyranny, just like a lot of pol- 
icy-related chapters and sections of the “Mandate” had to be omitted for the same reason. 

Aside of rambling about the Belarusian potato’s’* match with the tyrannical Stereotype, we have 


Still not advanced our definition of a tyrant. In the Stewart piece for the “Polis” journal, the 


i TIposiaent Pocny6aixi Beaapycb (30 Aires, 2024). Cycrpoya ma cipase acyaxkanara ¥ beaapyci rpamaa3aHina 


Tepmanii. Ccpiaka: https://president.gov.by/be/events/vstreca-po-delu-osuzdennogo-v-belarusi-grazdanina- 


germanii-1722344586 


7 Tpuuxesuy, Oaer (21 Mapra, 2024). TIpeaynpexaecnue — wurpadpr — CYTKU UM puck TMomacTb MOA yroAosKy. Vero 


6eaapycam CTOUT HOCUTb CBOU rep6. Meana30Ha Beaapycs: https://web.ar- 
chive.org/web/20240415070900/https://mediazona.by/article/2024/03/21/kosht 


Paapié Caaboaa (10 Aicranaa, 2024). YAaAbI Yuecbai BoKAiy «)KprBe Beaapycp!» i aaKa3 «/Kpipe!» ¥ cbiic «HalbiciKai 


cpim6oaiki». Cepiaka: https://www.svaboda.org/a/32123574.html 


BeaTA (27 Debpaa, 2024). AykallleHKo: GeaopyccKuii A3bIK HaAO 3HATb, TIOTOMY YTO STO Hac OTANYACT OT APYyrUx. 


Cepiaka: https://www.belta.by/president/view/lukashenko-belorusskij-jazyk-nado-znat-potomu-chto-eto-nas- 


otlichaet-ot-drugih-4873 5 6-2022/ -- As I noted on my channel, throughout the past three decades, the dictator only 


gave two speeches in Belarusian, namely in 1994 and in 2021. Otherwise, he always gives his speeches in Russian, also 
because “you cannot say anything lofty in Belarusian”. (Not verbatim) About this in the following article it has been 


written: 


Paapié Caaboaa (13 ?KuiBeHb 2017). AyxaioHka: «Masa ayuia — y pacerickali MoBe», «paceiicKas| MOBa — Aabpo AAS 


Hac». CcpiAKa: https://www.svaboda.org/a/28674294.html 


While not essentially tyrannical, one could say that this came close to behaving as a national humiliation, when the own 


country’s culture and language were degraded to that of the neighbour’s. 


4 @marcovio7473 on Twitter (Dec. 03, 2022): https://x.com/marcovio7473/Sta- 


tus/159905 §23085063782.4/photo/2 (archive link: https://archive.is/Jskwz) 


Jokes aside, potatoes—and agricultural products as a whole—are one of the pillars of the Belarusian economy, next 
to the production of fertiliser (replace the potatoes with rice and you have got the same situation in post-Communist 
Cambodia). It has come so far that the potato became a symbol of the country, so that it is only natural that JIyxamenko, 
the longtime dictator, would be combined with the national fruit. To read more about the potato as a piece of national 


identity, read: 
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Aristotelian sentiment that the emergence of a tyranny as a sign of moral decay was analysed as well 
but avoided in this text because in my opinion, it is of little help since our current conditions not only 
in select countries particularly in the third world had to see not only the rise of ostensibly Conserva- 
tive parties who cannot stop talking about said moral decay, but also their collective takeover of gov- 
ernmental responsibility to rectify the social ill that has led us astray. Furthermore, following this ar- 
gument, countries like Poccua and Beaopycp would stand at the forefront to show us how to do it 
right. At least for the former, I have collected a few sources in which it is shown that it doesn’t live up 
to this Standard’’. Morality also should be avoided in politics just like emotionality, as it tends to blur 
one’s view on the relevant details in one’s analysis, or as the jargon of the 21* century goes: The facts. 
People would now say that I were channelling Ben Shapiro’s signature saying that “facts don’t care 
about your feelings”, but this were a misconceptualisation: Feelings are whims and sudden airs trig- 
gered from equally sudden injections, e.g. through news coverage. The war in Gaza is a good example 
thereof: Although the conflict has never ended since the Oslo Accords in the 90’s, and despite the 
regular rocket fire from Gaza throughout that endless period of time, many people deemed it proper 
to rush against Israel and its war against the terrorist force of the Hamas’ military wing, the al-Qassam 
brigades, because of the high civilian toll in the occupied territories, disregarding that it only piles up 
at large because al-Qassam brigades hinder Palestinians from evacuating and/or hide within civilian 
infrastructures, often next to evacuees and interior refugees’®. While there were first waves of condem- 
nations for the thousands of Israelis and foreign festivalgoers who were raped, pillaged, slaughtered 
and/or taken hostage, those quickly withdrew to make space for the civilian bodycount on the Pales- 
tinian side. And it didn’t Stop at simply condemning the IDF’s practices in the occupied territories: 
In Germany and France, there were several protests, often dominated by Muslims, who called for the 
dissolution of Israel and a Palestine “from the river to the sea”, although, as commentators have noted, 
most people who exclaimed that parole couldn’t tell what sea (the Mediterranean Sea) and which river 


(the river Jordan) are meant. At least since the Russian invasion of Yxpaina it should be common 


Zadora, A. (2019). Daily identity practices: Belarus and potato eaters. Communist and Post-Communist Studies, 


s2(2), 177-185. DOI: https://doi.org/10.101 6/j.postcomstud.2019.05.001 


8S “Daily News Review” post from March 06, 2024: https://t.me/PoliticsAndEconomicsOllyfter/3 5799 


'6 Ecanow, Natalie (Nov. o1, 2023). Hamas officials admit its Strategy is to use Palestinian civilians as human shields. 


Foundation for Defense of Democracies (FDD): https://www.fdd.org/analysis/2023/11/01/hamas-officials-ad- 


mit-its-strategy-is-to-use-palestinian-civilians-as-human-shields/ 


Schmitt, Michael N. (Nov. 03, 2023). Israel - Hamas 2023 Symposium — What is and is not Human Shielding? Lieber 
Institute [West Point]: https: //lieber.westpoint.edu/what-is-and-is-not-human-shielding/ 


Israeli Defense Force (IDF) (O&. 26, 2023). Hamas Terrorists Continue to Prevent Civilian Evacuation in Gaza. Link: 


https://www.idf.il/en/mini-sites/idf-press-releases-regarding-the-hamas-israel-war/october-23-pr/hamas-ter- 


rorists-continue-to-prevent-civilian-evacuation/ 


European Council (Nov 12, 2023). Statement by the High Representative on behalf of the European Union on hu- 


manitarian pauses in Gaza. Link: https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2023/11/12/Sstate- 


ment-by-the-high-representative-on-behalf-of-the-european-union-on-humanitarian-pauses-in-gaza/ 
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sense with every Jack and Jill that the intent eradication of nations and their peoples are against inter- 
national law and civil rights as applicable to every people on earth. As for the lawsuit brought forward 
against Israel (funnily not against Poccua, perhaps because both are members of the BRICS alliance), 
we will see whether it bears merit. It is true that many settlements are built on international grounds 
and therefore not affiliated to either Palestinians or Israel, but even those illegal settlements did not 
justify calling for Israel’s demise, just as the Hamas declaration of war against Israel doesn’t justify 
Palestinian plight, as Israeli Finance Minister Bezalel Smotrich insisted’”. But as we have already gone 
too far off our actual subject, we will break this brief discourse up and return to where I was headed 
with my reference to morale in politics. 

The point was that if the Florentine political philosopher Niccold Machiavelli has taught us one 
thing, it’s that morality doesn’t belong in politics—even though this quote is a little butchered and 
distorts his words and meaning’*. The outline remains similar enough and has since conveyed into 
realpolitik as championed by former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger’’. Occasionally, Machiavelli 
also wrote about the rule of tyrants and Kings, lest in his best-known work for Rodrigo Borgia, enti- 
tled “II Principe”. One would think that since he has got a reputation of justifying the use of violence 
as a means to an end, he would be his prime philosopher (so-to-say the Carl Schmitt of the Renais- 
sance, ignoring (or being ignorant about) the actual work), so that it is all the more surprising that 
there are researchers who argue that he has conceptualised “his tyrant” as a Republican reformer. The 
description fits insofar as that he presents the treatment of social inequality as a ubiquitous piece of 
politicking as we experience it nowadays as well, including the processing of the subjects in the parlia- 


ment’. The problem is that if he perceives Tito Livio as a tyrant, he would also stand in opposition 


” Magid, Jacob (via AFP) (Aug. 08, 2024). US ‘appalled’ by Smotrich’s suggestion that Starvation of Gazans could be 


justified. Times of Israel: https://www.timesofisrael.com/us-appalled-by-smotrichs-suggestion-that-starvation- 


of-gazans-could-be-justified/ 


'8 This quote belongs in the box with all the quotes the alleged iterator never wrote or spoke. It is the outline of what 
many readers see in the “Principe” or the “Discorsi”, but as modern researchers and philosophers say, it does not even 
match his overall philosophy. InStead, “the basic content of Machiavelli’s ethical Standards is not radically new, nor did he 
aspire to make this kind of innovation”. (Benner, Erica (2016). Machiavelli’s Ethics. Princeton: Princeton University 
Press. Page 133) The author elaborates that as a scholar of ancient writings, Machiavelli closely resembles the philosophies 
of OouKvdidns, Zevogav, &c. We could thus say that he didn’t create anything novel, but instead channelled the wisdom 
of the ancient forefathers. Hence, to call him immoral, meant to call the philosophers immoral upon whose works the 


later ideas were eStablished. 


© Bew, John (2016). Realpolitik. A History. New York City: Oxford University Press. Page 2. 
Others were more critical of the description of Machiavelli as the first thinker of realpolitik, and instead painted a 


picture of him as an authoritarian, or at least a proponent thereof. See for that point: 


Fischer, M. (2013). Machiavelli's theory of foreign politics. In Roots of Realism (pp. 248-279). Routledge. Page 252; 
25 -257; 261. 
°° McCormick, J. P. (2015). “17 Machiavelli’s Greek Tyrant as Republican Reformer”. In The Radical Machiavelli. Lei- 
den, The Netherlands: Brill. https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004287686_ org. Page 343. 
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to many of the Greek tyrants to whom he compares, excepting only those that are mentioned, such 
as AyaBoKArc. They didn’t codperate with the opposition or a parliament, they didn’t even have such 
chambers in government; only when Democracy was installed in a polis, anti-tyrant laws shielded 
would-be ones from dismembering it, going as far as to forcing them to work together with the Dem- 
ocratic entities’. The problem with Machiavelli’s reliance on Livio is that he didn’t seem to fit the 


example, as it can be read in one example: 


“Tanto che, per tali cagiont, questa legge stette come addormentata infino ai Gracthi; da’ quali 
essendo pot svegliata, rovino al tutto la liberta romana; perché la trovo raddoppiata la potenza de’ 
suol avvErsArt, € Si accese, per questo, tanto odio intra la Plebe ed il Senato, che st venne nelle armi ed 


al sangue, fuori d’ogni modo e costume civile. Talché, non potendo t publict magistrati rimediarvt, 


né Sherando pin alcuna delle fazioni in quegli, st ricorse at rimedi privati, e ciascuna delle parti 


penso dt farsi uno capo che la difendesse. Prevenne in questo scandolo e disordine la plebe, e volse la 


sua riputazione a Mario, tanto che la lo fece quattro volte consule; ed in tanto continovo con pochi 


intervalli il suo consolato, che si potette per se stesso far consulo tre altre volte.”” 


No tyrant would have let such an unrest and the following takeover in power happen when it hurt 
his Standing. He would instead have called for a decimation of the protesters under the call of pre- 
serving law and order. If he wanted a Roman or Italian tyrant, he didn’t need to pick such a frankly 
weak example: He could have chosen someone like Gaius Iulius Caesar, who has also made it into 
literary history with the adaptation of William Shakespeare whose play “Julius Caesar” also mani- 
feSted the wrong belief that Caesar’s last words were “Et tu, Brutus?”, which would make sense since 
he was a Roman emperor, so that it didn’t make sense at first glance that his last words would be 
Greek”. The reasons for this murder were already discussed in his days, and one of the arguments 
presented for the justification, or explanation, of this murder was that Gaius Iulius became too pow- 
erful, and himself wanted to become even more powerful by reinstating the monarchy—the empire 


as we would call it today was close to a Constitutional Monarchy, as the name of the governance says: 


>! Teegarden, David A. (2014). Death to Tyrants! Ancient Greek Democracy and the Struggle against Tyranny. Princeton, 


Oxford: Princeton University Press. Page 80; 213. 


2 Machiavelli, Niccold (aut.); Carta, Paolo (Ed.) . Discorsi sopra la Prima Deca di Tito Livio. In: Machiavelli, Niccold 


(Aut); Accendere, Pier Davide (Ed.) (1971). Tutte le Opere. Roma: Bompiani. Pagina 403. 


23 ‘The Roman historian Solonius has written that Caesar‘s last words were “Kai o0, TEeKvOv”. He didn’t address Brutus 


by his first name but inStead called him a (his?) child. As Solonius wrote: 


“Caesar Cascae brachium arreptum graphio tratectt conatusque prosilire alio vulnere tardatus est; utque animadvertit 
undique se strictis pugionibus peti, toga caput obvolvit, simul sinistra manu sinum ad ima crura deduxit, quo honestius 


caderet etiam inferiore corporis parte velata. Atque ita tribus et vigintt plagis confossus est uno modo ad primum ictum 


gemitu sine voce edito, etst tradiderunt quidam Marco Bruto trruenti dixisse: Kal 00 TéKVOV; Exanimis diffugientibus 
cunctis aliquamdtu tacutt, donec lecticae impositum, dependente brachio, tres servoli domum rettulerunt, Nec in tot 
vulneribus, ut Antistius medicus existimabat, letale ullum repertum est, nisi quod secundo loco in pectore acceperat.” 
(Suetonius, De Vita Divi Iulii, cap. LX XXII. Underscore mine.) 


71 Trump the Tyrant 


Senatus Populusque Romanum. The People’s Senate of Rome. In ancient historian Appian’s opin- 
ion, a King was nothing short of a dictator”*. Had Gaius Iulius had his way, he would have backtracked 
this progress. In Shakespeare’s rendition of the “Ides of March”, another saying that has become al- 
most proverbial even in the English language, the scene is captured well, proving that Shakespeare was 
erudite in the histories he has encapsulated in his play. In Act II, Scene 1, Cinna is the first who 
exclaims “Liberty! Freedom! Tyranny is dead!”, after the gathered Senators have stabbed. Caesar fif- 
tyfold, a number that is also conveyed by the Roman historian Suetonius. Marcus Brutus has de- 


fended his cruel deed with the words that he 


4 “TabtIng SE OKONAV Hyobpal Tg mpooOnKns apoppny AaBeEiv Eyyelprjoews, E¢ Ovopia pOvov avToIc dia~EpovonNs, 
Epyw 6€ Kai Tod diKtatopos Ovtos aKpIpac¢ Baciréas.” 


(Anmavog Adegavdpevc, Bellum Civile, book IL, sec. 111) 


Appian himself didn’t even claim that his way towards dictatorship were yet to be trodden—he was already declared 
a dictator by him, so that he feared, the Senators feared, that he could grasp even more power. Perhaps they feared that he 
would abolish the Senate. Be that as it may, he was granted the title of “patris patre”, sacrosanét and untouchable. His 
murder could thus be declared a sacrilege, although a necessary one, as we know in hindsight and as the Senators knew 
already. One could believe that they only thought about their own power and linked benefits, but even the, they did the 
right thing. To read about his declaration of demi-Godliness: 

“oyrjpatd te éneypcgeto taic cikdot noida, Kai otépavoc &k Spudc Hv é’ éviorg @¢ owtApt the natpidoc, @ 

MGA Tovs UmEpaonioavtas eyépaipov oi mEpiowbEvtEs. avepprOn dé Kai nenip MATPIOOG, Kai SUKTAT@p EC TOV 


éavtod Biov npéOn Kai Umatocg €¢ b&ka Et, Kal TO OWpa tEpoG Kai i doves elvai kai _ypnuatiZew éni Opdvav 
EAEQQaVTiV@V TE Kai YPUGEWV, Kai OVELV LEV AUTOV aii OplauBiKa 1EOLEVOV, THV OE TOALV Ava EtOG EkAOTOV, 


aic abtoc Hugpaic év mapatdéeoww évixa, ispéac 6& Kai ispeiac ava neviaetéc ebyac Snpooiac Unép abtod 
TiOe0Oan, Kai TAG apyas EvOVG KaBloTALEvas OuVvoval LNdEvi TOV UO Katoapos OpiCopevv avtmpacery.” 


(Ibid, sec. 106. Underscore mine.) 


Even after the beStowment with those titles, the Senators would have had any right to remove him from office; if not 
by legal Standards, then by extrajudiciary ones. In other sources we read that Gaius Iulius already began to vex the Senators 


through his antics, after which it dawned on them what he was planning to do. Plutarch has written that 


“TO O& EUMAVEG LAALOTA Lidos Kai Bavatn~opov Em’ avtov 6 THC Baouias Epwc e€eipycdoato, toi pév MOAACIC 
aitia mpatn, toig dé UmovAoIG MdAa MpOpacis EvMpPEMEOTATH yEVOLEVN, KaiTOL Kai AdyoV TVA KATEOTIEIPAV EIG 
TOV OHLOV ot tavtnv Kaioapi thv tiny mpogevodvtEc, @>G EK yPALLIATWV LiBvAAciov cA@o ia ta TdpOav 
gatvoito ‘Papatoisg obv Baotsi [p. 582] otpatevopevoic én’ avtovc, kAAws avegicta Ovta: [...]” 
(IlAovtapyos, “Kaioap”, book 60, ch. 1) 


Without knowing any more, one could imagine that, paraphrasing the excessively referenced words of Lord Acton, 
his absolute power corrupted him absolutely. (John Dalberg-Aéton, letter to Archbishop Mandell Creighton, April 05, 
1887) Before we draw references, it should once again be emphasised that the Senators did the right thing, even though 
they may have acted for different reasons. 

Of President Trump we already know that he contemplated declaring himself a dictator at least for the first day in 
office, and before that, his online electoral campaign implicitly considered abolishing the presidential term limits. With 
regards to the latter, the Russian diétator Baaanmup Tyrun was correctly condemned when he removed the presidential 
term limits in his office. Why should it be different when a US-American president does it? And when the courts fail to 
serve the Constitution its purpose of limiting the president’s powers, when it fails to protect the citizenry from an overly 
powerful presidency, it requires brave citizens who remove such presidents from power. It requires the same assassins who 


were lauded by their compatriots in the Hellenic poleis, as we have read in the sources cited above. 
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Had you rather Caesar were living, and 
dte all slaves, than that Caesar were dead, to live all 
freemen? As Caesar loved me, I weep for him. As he 
was fortunate, I rejoice at tt. As he was valiant, I 


honor him. But, as he was ambitious, I slew him. 


So to say, Caesar was a little like AyaBoxArjc, that he carelessly sacrificed his people’s lives in wars, 
a tradition that all Roman emperors continued from their predecessors. In the footnote on this page 
we have already cited a couple of sources that showed that Gaius Iulius grasped for more power, and 
during the time of his death, if we take Shakespeare as at leaSt someone who based his plays on histor- 
ical sources, he was already perceived as a tyrant. In the play, one of the Plebeians in the audience 
called him just that (“This Caesar was a tyrant!”) And the Plebeians as a whole relieve Marcus Brutus 
of his grief, saying that they approved of his and his fellows’ deed. 

We have anticipated what we are going to read about in the next chapter by bringing in Gaius 
Iulius, while we were actually speaking about Machiavelli and his allegedly tyrant-turned-reformer. 
McCormick brings up more examples from Ancient Greece as they were mentioned in the “Discorsi”, 
followed up by the Medici who, in his opinion, were modern princes because they “came to power 
through the support of fellow citizens; [...]” What follows next raises a little more suspicion concern- 
ing the predicate of modernity, although it likely refers more to the modernity of Machiavelli’s age, 
not ours. He wrote that they are “princes who, quite recently, came to power through the support of 
the nobility; that is, Lorenzo is an example of a defective civil prince.”” In terms of nobility in the 
Renaissance age, the shoe fits, but it would again be no example of tyrannical rulership. One is in- 
clined to believe that Kingship, or any kind of monarchical rule, equalled tyranny, but they only 
match in terms of amassment of power, as we have learnt so far. Overall, the McCormick text falls 
aback in terms of making an astute point about tyrants who fulfilled the playbook of Republicans 
and reformers, so that one is advised to instead read the afore-cited book by Erica Benner, where she 
wrote that Machiavelli did approve of princes who, for example, favoured rulers who would take ex- 
traordinary measures to renovate cities to cleanse them of corruption; she more explicitly pointed out 
that he assumed that rulers mut be Sterling examples who invited imitation of their honourable 


measures”. Still, as she elaborates a couple of pages onwards, 


“Machiavelli does not argue [...] that extraordinary modes are justified by extreme threats to civil 
order. All the good effects that are commonly cited to justify extraordinary measures—forcing the 
ambitious to stay within due limits, purging corruption, preventing tyranny—can be produced more 
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reliably through ordinary modes. 


* J.P. McCormick (2015), page 344. 
*6 Erica Benner (2016), page 382-383. 


*” Thid, page 385. 
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So, he did not condone grasps of power either through states of emergency or martial law—some- 
thing one would have believed him to condone as long as it justified presumptive means. It isa method 
that is often utilised by autocratic rulers, such as Orban Viktor, although the exploitation of states of 
emergency is more widespread than one would expect’*. 

The question is whether we could find any traces of enabling of tyrants and autocrats in the writ- 
ings of Machiavelli. In the “Principe” we will find it for sure, although there we may have to presup- 
pose that this is the case because the little book had to be understood as a commissioned work by the 
Borgia family, so that he had to mint his words in order not to fall from grace with his beneficiaries”. 
One remarkable line in the text concerns a rather liberal translation into English, as it presumes that 
a prince had to “aét against faith, against charity, against humanity, and against religion”. It is liberal 
insofar as that those words were never as explicit in the original Italian composition. The original reads 


as follows: 


“Debbe adunque avere uno principe grande cura che non li esca mat di bocca una cosa che non sta 


piena delle soprascritte qualita, e paia a vederlo e udirlo tutto pieta, tutto fede, tutto integrita, tutto 


religione; € non ¢ cosa pit necessaria a parere di avere che questa ultima qualita; e li omini in 


untiversalt tudicano pin alli occht che alle mant, perché tocca a vedere a ognuno, a sentire a pocht: 


ognuno vede quello che tu part, pochi sentono quello che tu se’, e quelli pochi non ardiscano opporst 
alle opiniont di molti che abbino la maesta dello stato che li difenda; e nelle aztoni di tutti Ii mini, 


e massime de’ principt, dove non é tudizio da reclamare, st guarda al fine.”*' 


The full paragraph was quoted to give clarity over how much interpretative freedom Mr. Blahuta 
took for himself. What Machiavelli said matches the translation in terms of contents, but the lan- 
guages was drastically sharpened. Assuming that such was the standard of Machiavelli translations 


into English, his reception amongst Anglophones as radical and immoral comes as no surprise. 


*8 Peltz, Patrick, The Abuse of Emergency Provisions: How and Under which Conditions Declared States of Emergency 


Foster Democratic Decline (August 13, 2023). Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=4601543 or 


http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.46015 43 


One must admit, though, that declaring a State of emergency, no matter how ridiculous the argument presented for 
it appears, is not already the becoming of an authoritarian. See for this argument: Agamben, Giorgio (auth.); Attell, Kevin 


(trans.) (2005). State of Exception. Chicago, London: Chicago University Press. Page 50. 


*» The likelier interpretation is that the prince and the tyrant to him were one and the same person. Researchers found out 
that he presumed that the prince were continuously educated, thus putting him in the same position as the later Gustavus 


Adolphus of Sweden. To read more: 


Giorgini, G. (2008). THE PLACE OF THE TYRANT IN MACHIAVELLIP’S POLITICAL THOUGHT AND 
THE LITERARY GENRE OF THE “PRINCE.” History of Political Thought, 29(2), 230-256. 
http://www.jstor.org/stable/26224004 


39 Machiavelli, Niccold (auth.); Blahuta, Jason P. (trans.) (2024). The Prince. Peterborough (CA): Broadview Press. Page 


106. 


31 Machiavelli, Niccold (aut.); Scichilone, Giorgio (Ed.) . Il Principe. In: ibid. Pagina 870. Underscore mine. 
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Overall, when it comes to the justification of tyrannies, we will not find any more information in his 
works. Aside of that, there are some last remarks about legislation to prevent tyrants from taKing over 


power in Italian cities. As he wrote: 


“In esemplo ci é il regno di Francta, il quale non vive sicuro per altro che per esserst quelli re obligati 
a infinite leggt, nelle quali st comprende la sicurta di tutti 1 suot popolt. E chi ordino quello stato, 


volle che quelli re, dell'armi e del danaio facessero a loro modo, ma che dogni altra cosa non ne 
potessono altrimenti disporre che le leggt si ordinassero. Quello principe, adunque, o quella republica 


che non st assicura nel principio dello Stato suo, conviene che si assicurt nella prima occastone, come 


fecerot Romant. Chi lascia passare quella, si pente tardi di non avere fatto quello che doveva fare.” 


The first underlined part of the above-cited quote reminds me a little of one of my most favourite, 
and another excessively referenced quote by the Roman historian Tacitus. He once wrote that “Cor- 
ruptissima re publica plurimae leges””’. If an autocrat wants to maintain the facade of legitimacy, laws 
can help to do just that while simultaneously keeping the people down. Luckily, in our days and age, 
we have gone through the worst imaginable reigns of terror, so that we are immune to the charade of 
presumptuous rules of “law”, so that one can tell one from the other. 

One quick entry that I shall make because I found it by chance and it doesn’t tell us a lot about 
the tyrant as such but it is interesting to consider anyway, is a brief remark by the Prussian political 
philosopher Carl Schmitt. In one of his shorter papers, he has written about a “baroque eschatology”, 
from which he derives a typology of leadership (,,Fiihrertum”) he claims that the German under- 


Standing of what leadership means is 


»Eines vermittelnden Bildes oder eines reprasentierenden Vergleichs weder bediirftig noch fabig. Er 
stammt weder aus barocken Allegorien und Reprasentationen noch aus einer cartesianischen idée 
générale. Er ist ein Begriff unmittelbarer Gegenwart und realer Prasenz. Aus diesem Grunde 
sthltefst er auch, als positives Erfordernw, eine unbedingte Artgleichhett zwischen Fiibrer und 
Gefolgschaft in stich ein. Auf der Artgleichheit berubt sowohl der fortwabrende untriglithe Kontakt 
zwischen Fubrer und Gefolgsthaft wie ihre gegensettige Treue. Nur die Artgleithheit kann es 
verhindern, dafe die Macht des Fibrers Tyrannet und Willkur wird; nur sie begriindet den 
Unterschied von jeder noch so intelligenten oder noch so vorteilhaften Herrsthaft eines 
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fremdgearteten Willens. 


In Schmitt’s opinion, a political leader is therefore on the middle ground between a populist and 
a despot, although some could now ask me rhetorically if I considered every political leader with ap- 
peal a populist, and of course that is not true. But in Schmitt’s conceptualisation, the political leader 


is not only someone who knows how to perform not only in an advantageous manner, but also to 


* Niccold Macchiavelli €7 Paolo Carta (1971), pagina 362. Underscores mine. 
3 Tacitus, “Ab excessi divi Augusti, book III, cap. XXVII. 


* Schmitt, Carl (1933). Staat, Bewegung, Volk. In: Giesler, Gerd; Simon, Florian (Hrsg.) (2021). Gesammelte Schriften. 


1933 — 1936, mit erginzenden Beitragen aus der Zeit des Zweiten Weltkriegs. Berlin: Duncker &’ Humblot. Seite 112. 
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the liking of the citizenry. Most of the time, that is not possible without serious kickbacks long-term, 
because the populace is notoriously unable to analyse the status quo correétly, whether that be be- 
cause of its ignorance or because it lacks the troop of advisers and intelligence available to ministers 
and secretaries. Politicians must disappoint expectations because reality does not correspond with the 
public appeal; in order to not fall from grace after the disappointments were served, the policies passed 
must benefit the citizenry at least long-term—short-term benefits will have the same impact as policies 
that were called for by the public, they are synonymous. Assuming that Schmitt considered his de- 
scription of the leader a good one, dexterous, even perfect, I had to disagree with him. He would 
surely be a popular leader, but by far not a good on. Unless he managed to grasp popular appeal, he 
would go down in history like Bopuc Eanunu. 

In the final sentence cited, Schmitt noted that a further distancing would turn a political leader 
into a tyrant, which is a strange derivation, given thata little distancing helps to make sober decisions, 
unbiased and independent. Proximity to the people is often sold as a trump during election season, 
but politicians are not supposed to be “people pleaser”, they are supposed to do the work that people 
themselves couldn’t process interdependently They are supposed to solve tasks that affect the entire 
(municipal, federal, national) community, such as the maintenance of roadworks or international re- 
lations to negotiate the most suitable conditions for trade and travelling, znter alia. As I have said 
beforehand, many of those subjects supersede the simple citizen’s imagination, intellect and level of 
information. People will tell you repeatedly that they preferred politicians who didn’t lie to them and 
instead told them “as it is”, but the truth is that especially those who speak like this mean it the least. 
Once politicians began to be (more) honest to them, those same people would flock to the very first 
party who would lie to them and tell them that unlike the “people’s traitor” (Volksverriter), they 
would make sure that the prices didn’t begin to rise but stayed on the same level as beforehand. There 
is of course the philosophical level of the question of what truth constitutes, and there we could equip 


Nietzsche’s blithe reduction of truth as a 


»summe von menschlithen Relationen, die, poetisth und rhetoristh gesteigert, ubertragen, 
gesthmiitkt wurden und die nach langem Gebrauch einem Volke fest, kanonisth und verbindlich 
dtinken: die Wabhrhetten sind Illusionen, von denen man vergessen hat, dafs ste welche sind, 
Metaphern, die abgenutzt und sinnlith kraftlos geworden sind, Minzen, die thr Bild verloren 


haben und nun als Metall, nicht mehr als Miinzen, in Betracht kommen.“* 


But this wouldn’t help us anyway and mostly concerns a field we are not invested in in this text. 
Hannah Arendt came closer to what we were looking for, but as things stand in this context, absolute 
truths exist and can be observed. When prices don’t fall, for example, the reason is not that companies 
kept gouging them beyond regular profit margins, but because unlike popular opinions, supply 
chains have not yet fully recovered. Moreover, it is likely that uncertainty on legislation, benchmark 
interest rates and future costs from the aforementioned uncertain future legislation additionally stifle 


chances for lowering prices. One could listen to news from the stock market on the radio, or news on 


3 Friedrich Nietzsche: Werke in drei Banden. Miinchen 1954, Band 3. EntStanden 1873. Seite 313. 
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the economy in general, and find out that talking heads on T'V are wrong to claim that malign inter- 
eSts in the black-tie circles nourished on human misery like suit-wearing swine from a Soviet propa- 
ganda poster. Yet it is such stale populism that in Schmitt’s opinion could signify a good political 
leader because it proved Volksnahe. As I said: Just because you’re popular doesn’t mean you're effec- 
tive. It just means that you speak with a silver tongue. 

Conclusively, one must admit that throughout relevant available literature, one thing is for sure: 
With regards to Ancient Greece, it is close to impossible to write a unitary theory for what constitutes 
a tyrant**. Some traits we could nonetheless maintain, such as the opposition to Democratic institu- 
tions and the occasional carelessness for one’s own people, plus the ineligibility of alternative candi- 
dates. An iron-fisted governance cannot be excluded either. So to say, little has changed between the 
eras before Christ and those that followed anno domini. Medieval monks have added that tyrants are 
former Kings who have “broken contract” and therefore nullified their position. They are thenceforth 
nothing anymore and exploit their office without authority”. Nonetheless, while the text was entitled 
a “medieval theory of tyranny”, it would be more aptly described as a Christian theory of tyranny, 
and if one writes about this perspective on the subject, one cannot do so without also including the 
“Policraticus” by John of Salisbury. One of the foremost quotes one can gain from the book is the 
affirmation of not only the former quote but also the outline of the lessons from the Ancient Greek 
tyrants: The complete disregard for standing laws when they already existed, or the manipulation of 
existing laws. Otherwise, the composition of laws that justified the tyrannic rulership*. If we planned 
to hold President Trump accountable for that, it were hard to do so on the outlines of the “Mandate”, 
we experienced a particularly hard time, given that a good part of the policy suggestions were sup- 
posed to be accorded with existing laws. However, of Salisbury had further arguments to make about 
tyrants. It was needless to say that he had to emphasise the use of violence to keep the people down” — 
so to say, he learnt from preéxisting writings and adapted them into his own political writings. What 
one wouldn’t expect of a Christian man is the support for the doctrine of tyrannicide. In the Wilfred 
Parsons piece cited above, letters calling for the perseverance through tyrannical rulers unless those 
rulers commit sins or act against the will of God were mentioned, so that one could tell that such was 
not a unanimously held belief. What he does different from his predecessors is that he also answers 


the question of what follows after the tyrannicide: He speaks of a usurper, who would thus be the 


36 Joyce, C.J. (2022). A Positive Doétrine of Tyranny? The Rule of Law Vs. The Rule of a Tyrant in Archaic and Classical 
Greece. Antichthon, 5 6, 20-39. doi: https://doi.org/10.1017/ann.2022.2. Pp. 1—8. 


David A. Teegarden (2014), pp. 57—214. 


*” Parsons, W. (1942). The Mediaeval Theory of the Tyrant. The Review of Politics, 4(2), 129-143. doi: 
https://doi.org/10.1017/S00346705 00009062. Page 136. 
38 de Salisbury, Juan (aut.); Miguel Angel Ladero et al. (Eds.) (1984). Policraticus. Madrid: Editora Nacional. Pagina 306. 


» Tbid, page 558. 
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murderer of the tyrant*. On the following page, the author opines that of Salisbury may have con- 
sidered tyrannicide a public duty, but since has written in detail about the Greek historical incidents, 
so that we can assume that he was familiar with the anti-tyrannical laws and how this duty was by far 
not unwritten, but set into law. At the end of his third book*’, of Salisbury even points out that the 
judiciary branch could fail bringing justice and convicting the tyrant of his crime, thus conveying 
sufficient evidence to remove him orderly. As I have pointed above, this were another reason to rely 
on extrajudiciary means to bring justice. Finally, he highlights that tyrannicide were nota sin and that 
sometimes, God employed man on earth to enaét such deeds and it is also justified to kill the tyrant 
when he threatens public welfare*. To add final words from a second source on the Policraticus, alt- 
hough we thereby admit to having treated of Salisbury too little compared to what he may have taught 


us, let’s summarise how we have to perceive tyrants. This will help us later in the verdict: 


“The tyrant, using, or rather, abusing, the power of a prince, disregards right and justice. He rules by 
force, not by law; and he ts not satisfied until he has reduced the people to slavery. As ward of the 
prince, the commonwealth ts under his protection; but if the guardian be a tyrant, the commonwealth 


ts at bis mercy. The tyrant “will be the ruin of his people.”* 


After all, we must admit that the tyrant, the autocrat and the dictator are not that different from 
one another. But what could we expect from types of rulers whose shared trait is the absolute posses- 


sion of power? The reasons for their violent ouster will thus not differ a lot from each other either. 


© Nederman, C. J. (1988). A Duty to Kill: John of Salisbury’s Theory of Tyrannicide. The Review of Politics, 5 0(3), 365- 
389. http://www.jstor.org/Sstable/1407905. Page 368. 


“'Juan de Salisbury, Miguel Angel Ladero et al. (1984), pagina 302 —303. 
“© C.J. Nederman (1988), pp. 3773 379. 


*® Rouse, R. H., &% Rouse, M. A. (1967). John of Salisbury and the Doétrine of Tyrannicide. Speculum, 42(4), 693-709. 
https: //doi.org/10.2307/285§ 1099. Page 702. 
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Tyrannicides, Regicides and other Assassinations 


Ithough the text is entitled as “Trump the Tyrant”, we will now include regicides and other 


related assassinations and assassination attempts too, not only because this chapter would oth- 
~ erwise end up a little short and of little help to discuss our point, but also because we had to 
confess to ourselves that there are fewer distinguishing points between tyrants and other, more mod- 
ern types of aggressive rulers than one could have expected. But including other types of assassinations 
also helps to understand that the (would-be) assassins are not always driven by virtuous pursuits. 
Remember, for example, the murder of German municipal politician Walter Lubcke a couple of years 
ago: The accused and convicted murderer Stephan Ernst is said to have confessed to the murder on 
the premise of his ,aus Rassismus und Auslanderfeindlichkeit resultierenden Ablehnung der 
politischen Uberzeugung As in Bezug auf Fliichtlinge und dem Verstandnis von A als Reprasentant 
der vom Angeklagten X verhassten, eine liberale Fltichtlingspolitik vertretenden und umsetzenden 
Politiker“*. There are some things to unpack here, unrelated to the subject of tyrannicides and related 
politically motivated assassinations but important to outline where to draw the red line for when such 
a murder can be considered justified and when not. As the judges ruled, Stephan Ernst was driven by 
racist ressentiments and a consequential rejection of policies Liibcke allegedly represented, despite his 
relatively inferior position and ability to shape policies like those. He funétioned as a scapegoat be- 
cause of his partisan affiliation. Some would argue that the allegedly uncontrolled influx of refugees 
hurt the national economy, national security and led to further divisions within the social fabric of 
the community. While that can be true, one must avoid applying this argument as a carpet all over 
the nation, as jurisdictions are often individually responsible for how they deal with the allotted num- 
bers of refugees within their municipality, so that the results differ from one place to the other. 
Liibcke could therefore only be held accountable for the policies within his town of Kassel. He could 
likewise not be held for the refugee management in, say, Stadtallendorf or Frankfurt-Eschersdorf. 
Neither town lies within his jurisdiction. But as we can surmise from the judges’ verdict, Ernst was 
not interested in maKing a pinpointed argument. Assuming that Ernst wanted to remove a poten- 
tially dangerous politician, he would have failed that assessment too: Kassel has yet to become a melt- 
ing point of warring cultures and social strata, it also never saw increasing crime rates or foundering 
real eState ratings. There are no good reasons one could puzzle together that justified the heinous 
murder of a low-level politician. The only imaginable terror Litbcke could impose would be upon his 
neighbour by means of an overarching tree branch or the uprooting of borderline hedges or fences. 
But on a political basis, he was not destined to commit anything worthy of his extrajudiciary murder. 

Another case we are not going to discuss because it was equally pointless and uncalled for was the 
murder of former Japanese Prime Minister Abe Shinzo. His murderer, Yamagami Tetsuya, was later 


arrested and heard that he murdered him because of his denomination as an affiliate of the 


1 Urt. v. 28.01.2021, Az. 5-2 StE 1/20 - 5a 
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“Unification Church”’, of which many incumbent Japanese politicians were part of. So, it wasn’t even 
his politics, often perceived as controversial, that led to this deed, but his spiritual belief. This doesn’t 
mean that assassinations based upon political beliefs couldn’t be of questionable value either: While 
we never received a full, authoritative confession by him, the assassin of John F. Kennedy, Harvey Lee 
Oswald, seemed to have been driven by his ideological juxtapositions with the incumbent President, 
perhaps also because of his policies concerning Soviet Russia. What we know about him is that he 
was a Communist (although he was pretentiously pernickety about the details*) He too didn’t qualify 
to call himself the slayer of a tyrant. Some may perceive Kennedy’s policies on Cuba and the Soviet 
Union, but those qualified as little as did President Trump’s policies on national education or gun 
violence, as controversial as they may be. It became even lower-hanging when we think about the 
near-assassination of Slovak President Robert Fico was almost stabbed to death in broad daylight by 
a freelancing poet who didn’t agree with Fico’s policies*. (,,Nesouhlasim s politikou vlady*) This was 
possibly the most revealing cause mentioned for a murder—a mere disagreement on policies. Not 
even the perception that a policy were broadly and collectively harmful, something that could now 
be assessed as the Fico government continues dismantling Democratic institutions and civil rights, 
such as the freedom of the press’. 

Such are the assassination attempts and “successes” (i.e. the assassin reached their goal) in coun- 
tries where such incidents are not a daily occurrence, such as in México. Most of them are of no worth 
to us and could as well be part of a postmodern novel’s plot, outlining the bizarreness of our age to a 
satirical degree. But how did it look in earlier ages? Gaius Iulius we already analysed; his case has given 
us some great examples of how to judge President Trump’s case. But there are some more cases we 
can address, although only two will not be from Ancient Greece; the other two will be respectively 


from France—you can guess which one this is—and one from England, the one that came to greater 


* Yoda, Hiroko (July 26, 2022). Shinzo Abe’s Assassin and Japan’s Complicated Spirituality. The New Yorker: 


https://www.newyorker.com/culture/cultural-comment/shinzo-abes-assassin-and-japans-complicated-spirit- 


uality 


> Bugliosi, Vincent (2008). Four Days in November: The Assassination of President John F. Kennedy. New York City: 
W. W. Norton €& Company. Page 416 ff. 


* Denjk.cz (via CTK) (05. Kvétna 2024). Fica jsem zabit nechtél, tekl atentatnik. Motivem byl nesouhlas s politikou. 


Odkaz: https://www.denik.cz/staty-eu/atentat-na-fica-motiv. html 


> Piskaéova, Just¥na (12. Sprna 2024). V Bratislavé se protestuje. Umélci a vetejnost volaji po svobodné kultufe. Seznam 
Zpravy: https://www.seznamzpravy.cz/clanek/zahranicni-v-bratislave-se-protestuje-umelci-a-verejnost-volaji- 


po-svobodne-kulture-25 7625 


Jochecova, Ketrin; Nicholson, Tom (May 11, 2024). Slovakia’s Fico plots to dismantle the free press. POLITICO EU: 
https://www.politico.eu/article/slovak-robert-fico-government-shuns-independent-press-wants-turn-public- 


broadcaster-into-state-run-tv/ 


Slovenské Pravda (via TASR; SITA) (16. Cervence 2024). Koaliéni poslanci schvalili novelu Trestného zakona. 


Opravovat ju museli rychlo uprostred leta, aby Slovensko nepriglo o europeniaze. Odkaz: 


https://spravy.pravda.sk/domace/clanok/71725 0-mimoriadna-schodza-pokracuje-rokovanim-o-navrhu- 


novely-trestneho-zakona/ 
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surprise because it is not as prominent as the French one, even though it was un unprecedented nov- 
elty in English lawfare. 

Let’s begin with a couple of Ancient Greek examples, excluding those we have addressed above 
already, at least in name. There shall be the best-known incident in history, that of Appodioc and 
Aptotoyettav, the two men who have slain the tyrant “Inmapxoc. Why did they do that? According 
to two sources, it was about a personal dispute: “Inmmapyos, the tyrant of Athens, fell in love with 
Aptotoyettwv, the beaux of Appodioc. The latter rejected the former’s advances and told 
Aptotoyettov about his advances. The dispute continued for some time until the two lovers decided 
that it was time to murder the Athenian tyrant; because they became nervous and attacked prema- 
turely, they succeeded only on the grounds that Appodioc was killed in the process and 
APlotoyett@v was captured, tortured, and executed’. The whole situation seems like from a bloody 
telenovela, it has little to do with what we were looking for, but because it is so common, one couldn’t 
avoid at least mentioning it. It didn’t take a tyrant for the story to let it work, it could as well just be a 
friend of either of the two men. We shall therefore look elsewhere for applicable role models. 

Earlier in this text we have mentioned the name Jason of Pherae (I advise readers unfamiliar with 
the Hellenic script to heretofore write his name as Yason, since it is Taowv 6 Depaitoc. Americans 
would naturally pronounce his name as ['dgers*n], which didn’t match the original Greek transcrip- 
tion) Like the strange who once arrived in the town of Agua Fria in Texas someday to take on the 
thug known only by his nom de guerre “Texas Red”, Id0@v 6 Pepatoc appeared in historical writ- 
ings without notice and without a noble or royal pedigree. While the potential tyrant didn’t take on 
crime in smalltown America, he seemed to have embodied accelerationist thoughts before they be- 
came more popular in later ages. As ApiototéAng quoted him, he needed to do unjust things that 


could produce “real gains whose only punishment is disgrace”’. Such was his definition of a tyranny, 


° AptototéAns, “A®nvaiwv IToAtteia”, ch. 18. 

From this text: 
“katnyopnoev 5 év taic dvayKaic NOAASY, of Kai TH QUGEL TAV EmMavev kai giAot TOIG TUPaVvoOIG Hoav. Ob yap 
éd0vavto mapaxphua AaBeiv ovdev iyvos tic mpdcews, AAA’ 6 AeyouEvos Adyos, > 6 Inmiac dnootHoac an0 TV 
OnAwv Tovs MopMEvOVTIAG, EPOpavE TOvs TH EyxEIpidia ExovtAc, OUK GANONe éotiv: OU yap énEeuTov TO (te) EO" 
Omtwv, AAA” BotEpov TodTO KateoKEvacEV O SHpoG. KatnyopEl dé TeV TOD TUPavvoU PiAwV, WE HEV Oi SNLOTIKOI 
gaat enitndec, tva doeBroaiev cia Kai y€voivto wob_EvEic, dveddvtEc TOUS dvaitious Kai pihous EavTdv, @>¢ d° 
évio A€yovoiv ovbyi MAattOpEvoG, GAA TovG OvvEIdOTAG EUrjvUEV. Kai TEAOG @G OUK edUVATO MaVTA MOOV 
anobaveiv, emayyenapevos ac GAAous pnvvowv MoAAovs, Kai MEioas abT@ TOV Inmiav dodvai THY SEELAV MOTEWSG 
Xap, wo éAaBev oveidioas Ot TH wovet TaSEAQOD TH dSEciav SESMKE, OUTW Mapa €vve TOV ‘Inmiav, woaO° UNO 
TAS Opyic OV KATEOXEV EAUTOV, GAAG OTTADaLEVOSG THV Udyaipav diEpBEIPEV AUTOV.” 


OovKvdidne, “Iotopia tov TeAonovvnoiaKov IloAgpov”, book 6.53.3—.59. 

From the passage 6.5 4, outlining the reason why the atmosphere tipped over suddenly: 
“AOTL, EVO TIPOGEKAAECAV adEeAOHV TOV Appodiov, TapB8Evov, va EABN, 51a va xpNnoilEvoON @<s KavNn@dposG 
KOTO TWO MOLT, TV ATETEHWAV, LOXUPICOHEVOL OTL OVSETIOTE EOKEMON OAV KAV VA TV TIPOOKAAEGOUV, MC HN 
AgiaV TOLAVTNS TITS.” 


7 ApwototéAns, Pytopikn, book 1, ch. 12. 
From the chapter: 
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which nowadays one would possibly describe as “tough love”. Now, I have said beforehand that 
‘Iao@v 6 Depaioc was murdered by his own people because they feared that he could become a tyrant 
and lay their Democracy to rest. This is also the tenor as read in contemporary history’, although 
this is not the unanimous opinion. While Zevo~av seemed certain about the murder by a group 
of seven young men, A1lodmpoc 0 LikeAl@tNS mentioned a second theory—that IloAvé@pocg could 
have murdered him, probably in order to succeed him (earlier)’. Detailed opinions about the people 
of OeooaAtac since historiography did not enjoy the same high Standards as it does today, as the last 
historian cited shows: Of his work, only fragments remain, and those, as we have seen in this example, 
cannot even tell for sure what has happened, and how it happened. Zevo~ov wrote about the mer- 
cenaries ld0@v 6 Mepatoc had gathered around him”, so that we could think that he scared anyone 
opposed to him, the same method that future dictators like Hitler or Mussolini did with their brown- 
shirts and blackshirts respectively who harried through the streets, looking for trouble with dissenters. 
We could cite Machiavelli at this point, although he considered them a source of danger because they 
had no stern affiliation, they were accountable to no-one, technically not even their customers". Per- 
haps it was different during Antiquity, but nowadays, we have seen what can happen to both the 
customer and the mercenaries’ ringleader with both Baaaumup Iyrus and Esresnit [Tpuroxnu, the 
Russian dictator and his “chef”, alias the man who has fun¢tioned as a mercenary in the war against 
Ukraine besides the official army. Once the latter began to rebel against the former because of his 
inefficient, losing war stratagem, he staged a march towards Moscow but stopped short of an invasion 


of the city like Hannibal when he stood before the gates of Rome. After he withdrew his troops 


“kai 6oo1g ta péev AdiKHpata Arjppata, ai Sé Cnuica 6veidn pdvov. kai oi¢ tobvavtiov ta Lev AdiKHpATA Ei¢ 
énaivov iva, oiov ei ouvéBn Gua tyswproacdai Urép natpos FH LNTpd6c, onep Ziveovi, ai dé Cypiai ei¢ yprypata 


7] Mvyny TH towodtov Tt: du’ aupdotepa yap adikodol Kai dupoteépws ExovtEs, MANV ovy Ot aUTOI GAA’ oi Evavtiot 
totic HOeotv.“ 


8 Fevooav, “EAANVika”, book 6, ch. 4, sec. 31. 


Quote: 


“6 6’ obv dvip tTHAiKoOtoc Gv Kai tooadta Kai Toladta SiavoobpeEvoc, éétaow MEMOINKaG Kai SoKIaciav tod 
Depaiwv innikod, Kai dn KAOHLEVOSG Kai ANOKPIVOLIEVOG, Et TIG OEOLEVOG TOV MPOCiOl, UNO VEAVIOKWV ENT 
MIPOOEABOVIWV OG SLAMEPOLEVOV TL AAATAOIG ANOOPATTETAL Ki KATAKONTETCL.” 


? MOd@poc 6 LViKeAlw@t¢, book xv, ch. 60, sec. 5. 
10 Revogav, “EAANViKa”, book 6, ch. 4, sec. 28. 


" “Dico adunque che larme con le quali uno principe defende el suo stato o le sono proprie o le sono mercennarie, aussiliarte 


o miste. Le mercennarte e ausstliarte sono inutile e pericolose, e se uno tiene lo Stato suo fondato in sulle arme mercennarie non 


Stara mat fermo né sicuro, perché le sono disunite, ambiziose, sanza disciplina, infidele, gaghiarde fra gli amict, fra’ nimict 


vile, non timore di Dio, non fede con li omint, e tanto si differisce la ruina quanto si differtsce Uassalto, enella pace se’ shogliato 
1g 


da loro, nella guerra da’ nimict. La cagione di questo é che le non hanno altro amore né altra cagione che le tenga in campo 


che un poco di stipendto, il quale non é suffictente a fare che voglino morire per te: vogliono bene essere tua soldatt mentre che 
tu non fat guerra, ma, come la Guerra viene, 0 fuggirst 0 andarsene.” 

(Machiavelli, Niccold (aut.); Scichilone, Giorgio (Ed.) . Il Principe. In: Machiavelli, Niccolo (Aut); Accendere, Pier Davide 
(Ed.) (1971). Tutte le Opere. Roma: Bompiani. Pagina 847—848. Underscore mine.) 
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because a compromise found between the two parties, the former initiated the latter’s assassination 
by shooting down his airplane’*. While there were rumours that he could have faked his own death 
to go undercover as he did beforehand, there is little chance that he would emerge another time. 
Some authors have spoken about a “cult” surrounding some tyrannicides’’, but I would disagree 
with this sentiment. There is no denying that some of the tyrannicides went awry when it came to 
filling the void that the disorderly removal of a ruler creates, but this doesn’t mean that this practice 
likened cultish behaviour. It was instead a genuine attempt at preserving Democracy against internal 
foes'*; no-one would say that one shouldn’t defend oneself against exterior threats, even with ballistic 
force when the threat approached with like powers, so why shouldn’t a people have the legal permis- 
sion to do the same when an autocratic ruler Stood on the verge of obtaining authority over the mili- 
tary and the executive forces? Especially nowadays, tyrannicides have become fewer also because the 
populace didn’t stand a chance to get close enough to one’s ruler to commit murder. Some would be 
brave enough to attend a stage on a marketplace without their bodyguards, but even then, there may 
be a couple of snipers on nearby rooftops to make sure that an assassin didn’t even consider Sticking 
the country’s ruler. Such appearances could also funétion as a measure to evaluate how confident a 
ruler feels amongst their people, although this idea only came to mind because of Baagumup Ilytun’s 
onetime event in a sports stadium where he wore a particularly thick bulletproof vest underneath his 
duvet jacket’. Compared to other, Western presidents and chancellors and how they appear when 
holding speeches amongst their peoples, one can tell that he is aware of the atmosphere he has created 
over the past few years and how sudden death looms over his head like the aforementioned Damo- 
clesian sword. For once in a few times in total, Karl Marx was right, this time when he said that ,,Die 
Revolutionen sind die Lokomotiven der Geschichte.”!* An assassination doesn’t necessarily lead to a 
revolution, but revolution doesn’t always mean a complete overthrowing of existing conditions. 
Sometimes, it can even mean the restauration of former conditions that are deemed worth preserving 
by the populace, rather than pursuing new models. If we should summarise the action of revolutions, 
it should be described as the extraparliamentary overturning of certain States within society through 


the people, at the people’s will; not through their elected or imposed (pseudo)-representation within 


2 Toaoc Amepukiu (24 Vironp 2023). Tpuroxkun mporTus Muuo6opousi PQ: XpoOHoaorus. CcbiaAKa: https://www.golo- 


sameriki.com/a/prigozhin-russia-mod-feud-timeline/715 1070.html 


8 Podlecki, A. J. (1966). The Political Significance of the Athenian “Tyrannicide”-Cult. Historia: Zeitschrift Fur Alte 
Geschithte, 15 (2), 129-141. http://www. jstor.org/stable/443 4918. Page 133 in particular. 


 McGlew, J. (2021). The Tyrannicide Citizen in Fifth-Century BCE Athens. Dialogues d'histoire ancienne, 21, 37-56. 


https://doi.org/10.3917/dha,hs21.0037 


1? Conukosckaa, Ana (Mapra 18, 2022). Iyrin noxpacysaBca nepea pocisHamnu iTaAiicbKUM TyXOBUKOM 3a MiBTropa 


MiAbiioHa pybais. Obo3pesarean: https://news.obozrevatel.com/ukr/show/people/putin-vistupav-pered-rosiya- 


nami-v-puhoviku-brendu-loro-piano-yakij-zakriv-svoi-magazini-v-rf-cherez-sanktsii.htm 


Marx, Karl (1895). Die Klassenkampfe in Frankreich 1848 bis 1850. In: Marx, Karl; Engels, Friedrich (1960). Marx- 
Engels-Werke, Bd. 7. Berlin: Verlag Karl Dietz. Seite 84. 
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the body politics. Tyrannicides, according to Teegarden, also help to overcome what he calls the “rev- 
olutionary coordination problem”, by which he means that revolutionary groups didn’t know where 
to Start from and how to conduét direct action”. Although Teegarden points out that the greatest 
problem is to find someone to make the first step, something that a lot of revolutionary movements 
Struggle to find a leader who doesn’t only talk but also lead the team in a¢tion. He concludes his 
contribution to the Oxford handbook cited here above with the Sterling Statement that the resound- 
ing reception of Ancient Greeks’ tradition of tyrannicide as an image of their love for freedom, and I 
would agree with him by referencing their anti-fasciSt movement during the second half the 20" cen- 
tury, when student movements rushed against the dictatorship, raising the slogan of their movement 
reading “EAevBepia 1 8avatoc”, which could be thought to be calqued from the equally great saying 
born in the US independence movement: “Give me liberty or give me death!”'*. The question is 
whether we can say the same, or anyhow speak similarly of the Frenchmen and the Englishmen who 


have executed their Kings and Queens in the following two examples of this chapter. 


Louis XVI. of France 

It was on the 21“ June 1797 that the reign of Louis XVI. Was murdered by the revolutionary 
forces that rummaged through several cities. Until the end he pleaded innocent and didn’t hold 
grudges against those responsible for his execution”’. Everyone knows that he was executed by means 
of the recently created guillotine, but few people know why he was executed, other than that the 
revolutionaries detested the monarchy as exploitative and his wife, Marie Antoinette, as aloof and 
condescending towards the populace, infamously claimed to have said that “Qu’ils mangent de la 
brioche”, even though this was a quote by the sociological philosopher Jean Jaques Rousseau, from 


his “Confessions”. So, in order to get on a level record, we will outline a little about the history of 


David A. Teegarden. (2014, pp. 2I—22; 40—42. 


Teegarden, David A., 'Tyrannicide in Ancient Greek Political Culture’, in Carola Dietze, and Claudia Verhoeven (eds), 
‘The Oxford Handbook of the History of Terrorism, Oxford Handbooks (2022; online edn, Oxford Academic, 13 Jan. 2014), 
https://doi.org/10.1093/oxfordhb/97801998585 69.013.001, accessed 13 Aug. 2024. Page 45. 


'8 The speech Patrick Henry gave on March 23, 1775: https://avalon.law.yale.edu/18th_century/patrick.asp 


© Testament de Louis XVI, dernier roi des Francais ; ses derniéres paroles sur |’échafaud et le procés-verbal des commis- 
saires nommés par le conseil exécutif, pour assister 4 son exécution. Chaine : https://gal- 
lica.bnf.fr/ark:/12148/bpt6k62217266.r= 


Exécution de Louis XVI. Proclamation de la République. Les Essentiels Littératures : https://gallica.bnf.fr/essen- 


tiels/node/4979 


°° « Un beau monsieur lépée au cbté aller chez un boulanger acheter un morceau de pain, cela se pouvatt-il ? Enfin je me 


rappelai le pis-aller d'une grande princesse a qui Von disait que les paysans navatent pas de pain, et qui répondit : Quiils 


mangent de la brioche. Jachetat de la brioche. Encore que de facons pour en venir la ! Sorti seul a ce dessein, je parcourats 


quelquefois toute la ville, et passais devant trente pdtissters avant d’entrer chez aucun. Il fallait qu'il n’y edit qu'une seule 
personne dans la boutique, et que sa physionomie m attirat beaucoup, pour que josasse franchir le pas. Mats aussi quand 


javais une fows ma chéere petite brioche, et que, bien enfermé dans ma chambre, jallaws trouver ma bouteille au fond d'une 
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his soon demise, also in order to understand whether his case could reminisce what should, perhaps, 
happen to President Trump either before or after he took the office for a second time. 

It is well-known that when global meteorological events ruined the harvest in Ireland, there were 
the people who rebelled against their English landlords, and those who fled to the New World in New 
England”. In France, there too was such a movement, although the French farmers would later lead 
to their King’s violent removal. However, it all began with a bad harvest and a Struggling urban in- 
dustry, particularly in the textile branch”. Because the government was unable to introduce social 
reforms that relieved the aisling population of the incurring hardship, they did what the Californian 
government and several individual cities currently do in order to deal with the increasing homeless- 


ness problem: They criminalised poverty”. As one could expect, this didn’t sit well with the general 


armoire, quelles bonnes petites buvettes je faisats la tout seul en lisant quelques pages de roman ! Car lire en mangeant fut 


toujours ma fantaiste, au défaut d'un téte-a-téte : c'est le supplément de la société quit me manque. Je dévore alternativement 


une page et un morceau : c est comme si mon livre dinatt avec mot. » 


(Rousseau, Jean Jaques (1889). Les Confessions, tome 1, livre VI. Launette. Page 266. Each underscore mine.) 


| Kelly, J. (1992). Harvests and hardship: famine and scarcity in Ireland in the late 1720s. Studia Hibernica, 26(1), 65- 
106. DOI: https://doi.org/10.3828/sh.1992.26.3 


* Furet, Francois (auth.); Nevill, Antonia (trans.) (1996). The French Revolution 1770— 1814. Oxford: Blackwell Pub- 
lishers. Page 56—57. 


*3 Something that the US are often alleged of, although most critique remains abstract and lacks definition to tell what 
the iterator meant. With regards to homelessness, as I have addressed above in the aétual text, this is the easiest to explain 


example. See, for example: 


Wacquant, Loic (2009). Punishing the Poor. The Neoliberal Government of Social Insecurity. Durham (NC); Lon- 
don: Duke University Press. Pp. 9o—93. 


(Even) As a Neoliberal, I have difficulties making sense of such policies, or in general policies that do not empower 
unemployed people and poor people with great abilities or bases upon which abilities can be fostered and enhanced. 
Abandoning such people either because of carelessness or ignorance is like punishing criminals—petty and felon—simply 
on the basis of retaliation: It will increase recidivism. Punishment alone will not teach someone a lesson—and people 
cannot always pull themselves up by their bootstraps. Sometimes, people need a lift in order to get back on their feet and 
move the rest of the way through their valley. Right-winged Liberals, Neoliberals and Capitalists (as well as all the subor- 
dinates I didn’t mention) are often described as iron-hearted egoists who would sell their own grandmothers for the most 
inferior benefits obtainable, but that can only apply to the most ideologically rank editions of the branches. Each one of 
those branches should have individual empowerment and “independification” in mind, as only then it, consequentially 
we as humans, can succeed. Once we let them down ,every one of them will at worst establish a dynasty of equally bad-off 
offspring. Their descendants will thus become burdens upon the community and economy alike. And simply closing 
one’s eyes before them will not make them go away, no matter how many public places are made uncomfortable for home- 
less people to Stay for a longer period of time. (That often applies for regular citizens and tourists too) Many of those who 
end up poor before our eyes cannot even be held responsible for it because of an allegedly lackadaisical lifestyle, but were 
simply born into it (as I said before, it could become the rule in a family tree), so what use would it be to further suppress 
them wit hone’s iron heel? In the end, it is known that social welfare for the purpose of lifting the poor out of poverty is 


more economically viable than maintaining them in their miserable state, thus becoming and Staying a nuisance: 
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populace that suddenly saw itself criminalised due to hardship brought through superior powers. The 
government eventually noted that and decided to try out something new: The “Tiers Etat”** was 
born, another entity that was ordered to rehabilitate the Kingdom through a liberalisation of the 
economy and boosting the economy in general. Its duties and rights were apparently allocated. Em- 


manuel-Joseph Sieyés went as far as to compare the “Tiers Etat” to a “complete nation”: 


« Qui donc oserait dire que le tiers état na pas en lui tout ce qu'il faut pour former une nation com- 


plete ? Il est Vhomme fort et robuste dont un bras est encore enchainé. Si Von btait Vordre privilégié, 


la nation ne serait pas quelque chose de moins, mats quelque chose de plus. Ainst, quest-ce que le tiers 


? Tout, mais un tout entravé et opprimé. Que serait-il sans Vordre privilégié ? Tout, mats un tout libre 


et florissant. Rien ne peut aller sans lut, tout trait infiniment mieux sans les autres. Il ne suffit pas 
d avoir montré que les privilégiés, loin d ¢tre utiles a la nation, ne peuvent que laffatblir et lui nutre, 
il faut prouver encore que l ordre noble n entre point dans Vorganwsation sociale ; quil peut bien étre 
une charge pour la nation, mat quill n’en sauratt faire une partie. Dabord, il n'est pas possible, dans 


le nombre de toutes les parties lémentatres d'une nation, de trouver ou placer la caste des nobles. »”° 


Those are high words coming from a mere organisation next to the King’s royal authority. But as 
the second underscored question-and-answer point out, it considered itself an independent govern- 
ing authority, followed by the third underlined sentence in which it was plainly put that it ought to 
enjoy full autarky from the King. Some people may be familiar with the phrase “laissez-faire”, but few 
are familiar with its origin. It is true that officials from Louis XVI's cabinet have asked him to “laisser 
nous faire”, meaning that they asked him a free hand to reform his policies in order to cure the coun- 
try of its ailments. What can be confusing is the sentence at the end (although it is followed by another 
which functions as only an additional emphasis on the penultimate sentence), which breaks up 


bridges with the adjoint nobility. It is all the more confusing since the “Tiers Etat” was just another 


Budget Model [Penn Wharton [PennU]] (March 11, 2019). The Social Security 2100 Act: Effects on Social Security 


Finances and the Economy. Link: https://budgetmodel.wharton.upenn.edu/issues/2019/3/1/the-social-secu- 


rity-2100-act-effects-on-social-security-finances-and-the-economy 


Hajighasemi, A., Oghazi, P., Aliyari, S., 7 Pashkevich, N. (2022). The impact of welfare State systems on innovation 
performance and competitiveness: European country clusters. Journal of Innovation &% Knowledge, 7(4), 100236. 


DOI: https://www.elsevier.es/en-revista-journal-innovation-knowledge-376-articulo-the-impact-welfare- 


State-syStems-S2.444569X22000725 


Aban, Mark Philipp and Garcia-Vigonte, Florinda, A Study on the Effects of Social Spending on Economic Activ- 
ity (May 30, 2022). Available at SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=4 123354 or 
http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.4123354 


4 Babeau, A. (1883). LA REPRESENTATION DU TIERS ETAT AUX ASSEMBLEES POUR LA REDACTION 
DES COUTUMES AU XVI SIECLE. Revue Historique, 21(1), 91-100. http://www.jstor.org/stable/4093 6427 


* Sieyés, Emmanuel-Joseph (1888). Qu’est-ce que le tiers état ?. Paris : Société de l'Histoire de la Révolution Francaise. 


Page 31. 


Francois Furet & Antonia Nevill (1996), page 63. 
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entity next to the nobility and the church even though it called itself the new “Assemblée Nationale”, 


all of them in advisory positions until the bloody end. 

What is problematic about Sieyés’ essay is that throughout the whole text, we receive no clear 
explanation of what the purpose of this institution is, and what we can gather from secondary litera- 
ture is that its main purpose seems to be to function as a representative body of bourgeois interests” 
Given monarchies’ oft-eStranged sense about the needs of the peasant population, this shoe fit quite 
well, but Stood contrary to what else could be read in Sieyés’ text and how he even considered the rise 
of the King into a tyrant. He seemed prudent enough to consider it and how it could be prevented. 


As he wrote: 


« Quand elle le pourrait, une nation ne dott pas se mettre dans les entraves dune forme positive. Ce 
seratt s exposer a perdre sa liberté sans retour, car il ne faudrait qu'un moment de succes ala tyrannte, 
pour dévouer les peuples, sous prétexte de constitution, a une forme telle, qu'il ne leur serait plus pos- 
stble d exprimer leur volonteé, et par conséquent de secouer les chaines du despotisme. On dott concevoir 


les nations sur la terre comme des individus hors du lien social, ou, comme lon dit, dans l’état de 


nature. »78 


Particularly the last sentence comes as a surprise since the author of those words was, ultimately, 
a monarchist who helped stabilise the French crown. And how couldn’t we perceive Louis XVI. as a 
tyrant? He exploited the State’s financial reserves to build himself a gargantuan hunting lodge he 
couldn’t even finish because the Kingdom’s treasury was empty before the lodge’s completion”. Con- 
cerning opposition and even critique from inside his troop of servants, he seemed to experience prob- 
lems marking his authority and maintaining order®’. A problem we face nonetheless is that when one 
begins to read into Louis’ legislation and rulership as a King, it shows that with regards to the standing 
constitution of 1791, he didn’t commit any crimes that would match the verdiét of the revolutionaries 
who alleged him of high treason*’. In the end, what could he have done, since he was already stripped 


of all responsibilities and all duties, since the “Tiers Etat” considered itself the new body politics, the 


*6 Emmanuel-Joseph Sieyés (1888), page 79. 


7 de Carné, L. (1853). LE TIERS-ETAT ET DE SON ROLE POLITIQUE EN FRANCE. Revue Des Deux Mondes 
(1829-1971), 3(3), 528-550. http://www.jstor.org/stable/44694400. Pp. 539—5 403 548 ff. 


*8 Emmanuel-Joseph Sieyés (1888), page 69. 

° de Nolhac, P. (1818). Histoire du Chateau de Versailles : Versailles au XVIII ¢ siecle. Emile-Paul fréres. Pp. 18 5 135 ; 
178. 

© Johnson, Alison (2013). Louis XVI and the French Revolution. Jefferson (NC); London: McFarland €? Company Inc., 
Publishers. Page 41. 

Francois Furet €7 Antonia Nevill (1996), page 65. 


3! Brancourt, J.-P. (1997). Le procés du Roi : un épisode de terreur judiciaire. In G. Sicard (ed.), Justice et politique : la 
Terreur dans la Révolution francaise (1-). Presses de l'Université Toulouse Capitole. 


https://doi.org/10.4000/books.putc.11447 
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new parliament, and all the rest of the functionaries responsible for forging the new Constitution 
were highly sceptical of the King as a whole*’. Regardless, they convened with him and the church for 
a couple of times, trying to reconcile the grave conditions of the populace, which could again push 
his status closer to that of a tyrant, although it should be clear when reading through available litera- 
ture that he was anything but: He agreed to the letdown of his authority and the handover to the 
Tiers Etat; he abdicated after the people in Paris successfully stormed the Bastille with guns they plun- 
dered from the armoury, even the “Garde Frangaise” joined them; after a major bloodbath with de- 
capitated heads paraded throughout the Streets*®. It still took him three days to make the decision, but 
given that this happened five years before his own decapitation under the guillotine, it shows just how 
deranged the idea was to declare him the head of all their grief, even though it happened under his 
leadership. We cannot say that he was the sole perpetrator in the revolutionaries’ eyes, since they sen- 
tenced a good number of officials of his government to death, despite Robespierre’s personal oppo- 
sition of capital punishment, calling it “barbarian” and “uncivilised”*. An ironic snippet, but none- 
theless something to consider when speaking about the ethical Standard on tyrannicides and regicides, 
given that this is nothing short of sentencing said tyrant or royal to death, sans proper trial through 
his peers. On this day, his trial was not due yet, it will be shy of fifty more pages in the Furet book 
until we come even close to this trial. For now, the revolutionaries celebrated their success in coercing 
the King to abdicate, comparable to what has happened after World War 1, when emperor William 
II. abdicated and exiled to the Netherlands, from where he would spectate as the old system collapsed 
and was removed with a fragile Democracy that would later yield to the terror of National Socialism. 
But this is a different story, and none relevant to this text since William was allowed to die of old age, 
rather than an executioner. 

As we said beforehand, Louis XVI. was no-one authoritarian, he didn’t really match the title of a 
tyrant, which pre-emptively means that talking about him only serves as another bad example that 
will lead us nowhere on our question of whether it were justified to assassinate a personality like Pres- 
ident Trump. Like Norodom Sihanouk, Louis XVI. was an opportunist who may have seen himself 
ona mission to save his country from domestic terrorists whose pursuit it was to destabilise the nation 
and throw it into an arena for predators to nourish upon. But this would mean that the King would 


fight them to the utmost. Instead, both of them have sought to codperate with their apparent enemy: 


» Caiani, A. A. (2012). The liste civile: The new monarchy, Sieyés and the Constitution. In Louis XVI and the French 
Revolution, 1789-1792 (pp. 56-82). chapter, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Page 70. 


3 Francois Furet €% Antonia Nevill (1996), page 67—68. 


4 « Mats dans la société, quand la force de tous est armée contre un seul, quel principe de justice peut l'autoriser a lui donner 


la mort ? Quelle nécessité peut l’en absoudre ? Un vainqueur qui fait mourir ses ennemss captifs est appelé bar-bare (Mur- 


mures.) Un homme fait qui égorge un enfant qu'il peut désarmer et puntr parait un monstre (Murmures.) Un accusé que la 


société condamne n'est tout au plus pour elle qu'un ennemt vaincu et impuissant, il est devant elle plus faible qu'un enfant 


devant un homme fait. » 
(Assemblée Nationale, « Le débat de 1791 4 l’Assemblée nationale constituante — Séance du 30 mai 1791 ». Chaine: 


https://www.assemblee-nationale.fr/histoire/peinedemort/30_05_1791.asp. Underscores mine.) 
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For Sihanouk, it was the Communists of the Khmer Rouge, and for the French King, it was the rev- 
olutionaries®. The problem is that it didn’t work: After every episode of negotiations between him 
and the revolutionaries, the latter resumed with their strikes, a scheme we observe nowadays when 
unions call for strikes when their demands aren’t herd by companies and corporations. Not to claim 
that the Revolution were any more Democratic than the King was; while they were a little more, it 
was Still far from what we would call Democratic nowadays”*. 

Cutting it a little short, on 10" August 1792, the first National Assembly convened and quickly 
showed what everyone could tell from today’s State of knowledge: That Direct Democracy was a lost 
cause because a nation at any larger level than a single town or mid-sized city is not suitable for people 
from all walks of life and different regional conditions to decide upon questions affecting all nations. 
And in the end, what good is an elected parliament when the same voters who dispatched their rep- 
resentatives to the central government to now vote on the same questions their elected representatives 
would otherwise decide upon in the end? It would be sending off officials for a job they will only do 
in addition. They could as well not be elected into a position they could also fulfil in their role as 
regular citizens, like everyone else. With Direct Democracy on a national level, the parliament be- 
comes what it is alleged of today: Of being useless and a haven for people who couldn’t find a job on 
the free market. If that were pursued, one could go the logical next step—if restauration of the status 
quo ante weren’t pursued alternatively—and break nations up as a whole to instead pursue an Anar- 
chist society. 

I know that we’re imprudently rushing through this important part of French history, but in the 
end, it is not meant to be a concise rundown of what has happened in the decisive years of 1789 to 
1796, but rather an assessment whether Louis XVI.’s case matches President Trump’s. Until now, we 
can tell that it wasn’t, and in anticipation of his upcoming trial, the picture doesn’t change all that 
much. As we said: He codperated with the revolutionaries, if only for egoistic purposes; he passed the 
new Constitution, if only under fierce pressure, but any tyrant would not have done so if it hadn’t 
also been in his interest; he abdicated without a great brouhaha, unlike our subject mentioned in the 
headline. Not only doesn’t anything speak in favour of calling him France’s most diabolical ruler (that 
title must go to Vichy, or Pétain), but in hindsight, despite him being a monarch and monarchies, like 
all kinds of authoritarian rulership, must be abolished by all means, the revolutionaries shunned him 
above the damage he actually created. Producing an economic crisis, if we could allege him thereof”, 
wouldn’t justify capital punishment but an impeachment. Not to speak of the allegations thrown 
against his head. Scholars nowadays have their reservations about the legality and coherence of the 


argument presented against Louis XVI., but we can tell from our perspective that it’s bogus made up 
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to do away with the royal institution once and for all®*, since only shortly beforehand, the new Cal- 
endar for revolutionary France was inaugurated to mark the transformation into a secular Republic 
as a milestone worthy of a new calculation of times. Furet has argued that the revolutionaries wanted 
to take the trial of the English King Charlies 1°’. As an example of how to proceed in their trial, but 
as we will also learn later, they have failed greatly therein, also because the majority of them knew that 
this was about retaliation and setting an example for the successive terror. All signs pointed towards 
the new age, so that the King was nothing more than a relic of the past, at best discarded into a mu- 
seum*. Others have rumoured that it was in the revolutionaries’ interest to remove the flagpole 
around which royalists could rally when they attempted to reclaim power from them. In my opinion, 
the shoe fit only insofar as that he was a King qua the title. With regards to his legacy, his antics and 
his Style of governance, there would possibly have been stronger figures to choose as the future. For 
example, the Austrian monarchy which has been cited a couple of times in the Furet piece also because 
Austria was King Louis’ ally and the sanétuary he planned to reach out to as he attempted his botched 
escape that would later lead to his execution’. 

Beforehand we have cited the last words uttered by King Louis XVI., wherein it was also described 
how swiftly the jury pushed him towards the scaffold to behead him, so that while he kept his de- 
cency—in the end, he didn’t even really participate in his trial as he didn’t have anything left to say to 
them*’—his death also marked the end of an era. It is well known that Napoléon Bonaparte would 
put an end to the revolutionary terror*’, but that didn’t stop the revolutionaries from making history 
not only for the French who have thence been known as being prone to revolting against their gov- 
ernment even when suggesting the least inconveniences such as raises in retirement age or minor cuts 
in social services, but also for the world by setting a standard of cooperation between a government 
and its people. They have proven that even a government-eleét is not untouchable and always accessi- 
ble for the people. To a degree, they have proven that the standards of the Democratic poleis still apply 
to the modern age. Perhaps it has become more difficult to overthrow governments in the style of the 
French revolutionaries, also because no-one would attend public events without sufficient guard like 
the Greek tyrants did, or would haphazardly attempt to escape in a simple carrion, like King Louis 
did. We have seen autocrats or regular leaders resigning their positions after simple protests, even in 
continents like Africa, home to several autocracies and dictatorships where protests are normally over- 


thrown with the policeman’s stick. In Bangladesh and Sri Lanka, Sheikh Hasina and Gotabaya 


38 J. P. Brancourt (1997), paragraph Io. 
» Francois Furet €% Antonia Nevill (1996), page 117. 
 Thid., page 122. 


“' Caiani, A. A. (2012). The age of chivalry is gone? In Louds XVI and the French Revolution, 1789-1792 (pp. 160-191). 
chapter, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. Page 188. 


© Francois Furet €% Antonia Nevill (1996), page 120. 


* Lentz, T. (2001). « Napoléon a trahi la Révolution. ». Dans: , T. Lentz, Napoléon (pp. 11-17). Paris: Le Cavalier Bleu. 


‘Tyrannicides, Regicides and other Assassinations 90 


Rajapaksa fled their respective countries after the people pulled protests as far as infiltrating govern- 
mental buildings and even the president’s private residence. The latter of course proves an inexcusable 
violation of private perimeters that wasn’t necessary, just as the following riots and destruction of 
public property weren’t, but neither of them was in danger of their lives, so that the escape was prem- 
ature and a visible sign of weakness, not of concession and remorse of errors in their governance. 
Rulers can proteét their lives and safety amongst honest citizens when they admit to their mistakes. 
As Cicero has taught us, “Cvivsvis hominis et errare; nvllivs nisi insipientis perseverare in errore1. 
posteriores enim cogitationes, vt aivnt, sapientiores solent esse. discvssa est illa caligo qvam pavlo ante 
dixi; dilvxit, patet, videmvs omnia, neqve per nos solvm, sed admonemvr a nostris.”* King Louis XVI. 
was unable to tell when his time has come and instead grasped the very first opportunity that showed 
on the horizon to return to power. He gambled with great risk and in the end, he miscalculated his 
chances. Bad luck, one could say. He should have seen it coming, some others would say, but nowa- 
days, no-one would shed any tears over his passing. A lesson he ought to have learnt, and which many 
more politicians who stick to their chairs as if they Stuck to dear life is that politics, particularly the 
people’s representation must not be a job but something one must be passionate about. It must not 
be something for the purpose of earning a monthly salary but something that one would even do pro 
bono. According to Max Weber, there are two types of professional politicians (“Berufspolitiker”): 
Those who live “of” politics, and those who live “from” them. The former ones, who not only live off 
of them but also for them, ,,macht im innerlichen Sinne »sein Leben daraus«: er geniefSt entweder 
den nackten Beistz der Macht, die er ausiibt, oder er speist sein inneres Gleichgewicht und 
Selbstgeftthl aus dem Bewufstsein, durch Dienst an einer »Sache« seinem Leben einen Sinn zu 
verleihen.“* That’s what I mean by passion: Not only sacrificing oneself to the cause, but also bloom- 
ing within it. All of the bad apples we have spoken about so far, from the Ancient Greek tyrants to 
King Louis XVI. and, of course, President Trump, are all professional politicians insofar as that they 
want(ed) to practise politics as a breadwinning, as State officials (“Beamte”). Such politicians, and 
linked therewith: such politicking, inevitably leads to what we usually perceive as disenchantment 
with politics*. From the second article cited in this footnote we can tell what are the Stakes with which 
we deal when we are speaking about political disenchantment, and from the book where we drew the 
first citation from, we could also draw chapters that deal with the fracturing of the welfare State due 


to this harrowing phenomenon. A growing distancing between politicians and their 
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people/constituents could tend the soil from which even worse populism can grow. Opportunism on 
the politicians’ aisle thus creates the foundation for their (caste’s) own demise. The violent removal 
of a president of such misbehaviour could thus be considered preferable to withstanding such long- 
ings, although, as we shall learn from the verdict of this text, it must be treated as only the ultima ratio, 
when all else fails. And with all else, I mean of course a removal by judiciary means. What we can 
conclude for the French revolutionaries is that they were not driven by far-fetching plans for a Re- 
publican overhaul, since the King was already without power and without chances of returning onto 
the political stage. If anything, they were driven by revanchism. A good system doesn’t require to 
make examples on inferior figures to scare its fellowship, it convinces the people through its organisa- 
tional superiority, through the automatic improvement of people’s livelihood such as through the 
granting of further rights without disadvantages on fields like security. Communists and the likes still 
draw inspiration from eras like that of the Paris Commune, which we didn’t talk about here since it 
is irrelevant to our leading questions, but for what we can tell from our sources is that if anything, the 
French revolution should be perceived with greater scrutiny. Perhaps the Englishmen’s example of 


the execution of Charles 1. is able to present us with better examples. 


Charles 1. of England 

There are a couple of English Kings and Queens with whom even people outside of Europe and 
outside of the Commonwealth are familiar: Queen Victoria 1, for example, the woman who everyone 
associates with the Victorian era; or Queen Elizabeth 1. Maria Stuart, alias “Bloody Mary”, comes to 
mind as well, although the best-known Queen on the English throne is Queen Elizabeth 1, the 
woman who has shaped an entire century, more or less, and who has formed the idea of the English 
monarch as the nation’s grandparent, since the younger generations have only come to know her as 
an old lady. Her late husband, Prince Charles, has taken over the reins as Charles III. in 2022. The 
Roman numeral implies that there have been two Kings before him who went by the name Charles. 
‘That is true, and as the title already anticipates, one of those Charles’s, the first one, is going to be our 
subject because he, like the French King Louis, he didn’t die from natural causes. Before we get to 
this, though, we should first ask a more substantial question: Who was he? And what was the reason 
that he ended up murdered? Thirdly, why is he interesting for that reason? The latter question we can 
answer right ahead because it’s the simplest: It didn’t take a kill team or a parcel of conspirators to 
take him out: He was executed by an orderly shooting squad after a proper trial initiated by the Eng- 
lish general Oliver Cromwell. Now, to quote from “Robot Chicken”, let’s freeze this image of a King 
donning his royal garment, standing before a shooting squad, and ask ourselves how we ended up 
here. The story is a little longer, so take a seat and let’s see how he dug his own grave. 

Unlike King Louis’ trial, if we should call it like this, that of King Charles went on for several years 
and was part of an ongoing civil war fought between the royalists and the parliamentarians. In that 
regard, the French revolutionaries made sense in attempting their trial to be similar to the English’s, 


since they too tried to establish a republic in the hexagon. And as in their scenario, the King was done 
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wrong since he was by far more codperative than his foes made him out to be*. The cases also com- 
pared insofar as that both were related to economic hardship*’, although in the French case, it was 
not related to bad harvests*, when we except the Green Island in the West of the country with which 
Oliver Cromwell had a tense relationship”. Scholars couldn’t even draw precise lines of allegiance, 
pointing out that in the rural, peasant, working-class population, there were supporters for both the 
royalists and the parliamentarians, although language and affiliations as addressed in the text also hint 
towards a religious conflict within Christian denominations*'. To therefore say that the regicide was 
justified under the premise of having ruined the nation’s economy, consequentially the population’s 
livelihood would therefore be as incorreét as it would have been when we had taken the same consid- 
eration with reference to the French case. 

Like King Louis, King Charles hoped to maintain his powers as the Republicans, as we could 
consider the parliamentarians to be, were upon him to serve only a representative function as the 
royalty does in our days. This didn’t become known early into the civil-war years but gradually built 
up. What began to really break the camel’s back was the declaration of war against the Scots (or Scot- 
tish), despite better knowledge that he had an easier time when no war was raging”, even though it 
wouldn’t shed a light on the internal affairs until many years later (it would bother from 1644 until 
1646, i.e. only a couple of years until King Charles’ death”’). It came in tandem with the opposition’s, 
i.e. the parliamentarian and dominantly Protestant stem of MPs, demands for wide-ranging reforms 
that would core the Catholicism out of a good part of legislature and doétrines that nominally for- 
bade Protestant practices. One must remember that the 17 century was also the time when the 
thirty-year war was fought over the practice of various continental European Christian denomina- 
tions, which nonetheless also left its marks on the British Isles. As it turned out only two pages on- 
wards, it was not as easy to convince the king of respecting the passed reforms on religious practice, 


which finally lead to such severe divisions between the King and the opposition to mount mutual 
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conspiracies against the respective other”. After all, despite parliamentary will, the King was little in- 
terested in allowing this to happen, so that he instead composed a writ in which it was Stated that 
“Divine service be performed this his kingdom of England and dominion of Wales, as is appointed 
by the laws and Statues established in this realm; and that obedience be given by all his subjects, eccle- 
siaStical and temporal, to the said laws and Statutes concerning the same.” He didn’t stop at the citi- 
zenry and went even further, commanding that “all Judges, officers and ministers, ecclesiastical and 
temporal, according to justice and their respective duties, do put the said Acts of Parliament in due 
execution against all wilful contemners and disturbers of Divine Services contrary to the said laws and 
Statutes.””° It should thus be clear why the Protestants were upset about the King’s grasp for power: 
He criminalised their Christian practice as legally wrong and had them san¢tioned when they contin- 
ued anyway, which to an Atheist may be ridiculous because those who call themselves like this nowa- 
days have little interest with understanding the digressions between the nominations, but to a (frankly 
more Liberal) Christian Still could be confusing given that all pray unto the same God and prattise 
their religion corresponding to the same Holy Scripture. This conflict cannot be reconciliated nowa- 
days anyway since such law would currently not only provoke Christians of different denominations 
but also the non-Christian Englishmen and -women of which there are now thousands, if not mil- 
lions, mostly of Muslim belief or Jewish. Be that as it may, the theocratic aspects of King Charles 1. 
Were less problematic in his days as was his combination of religious authoritarianism and the gradual 
suppression of the parliament in London. 

When the parliament enquired the power to appoint Lords Lieutenant, the King once again 
broke out once more and attempted unsuccessfully to impeach five members of theirs, showing fur- 
ther the frail relations between the two branches of government”’. The conflicts, while not entirely 
religious, were also of political nature, and one could opine that the King couldn’t any longer deny 
the inevitable volte-face that rocked English governance, albeit he attempted to suppress it in order to 
not experience any touchdowns on his power over the upcoming House. Thus, it is clear that despite 
the unclear and often mixed-up description in this summarising paragraph, “the civil war was not 
simply a war of religion.” Instead, “as a concern for the church of bishops and the Common Prayer 
Book, a commitment to order, tradition and legality, and a more novel and more aggressive authori- 


tarianism were all present on the royalist side, so there were many reasons why people supported 
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Parliament in 1642.””” Or, to put it more explicitly, the parliamentarians feared that the King could 
move forward and reclaim the powers he lost in the past few decades when the sense of Republicanism 
became more present and it was not considered to convey the King in the role of a chancellor or Prime 
Minister, as we both see them [the officeholders, not the monarchs] in many continental European 
nations today. 

Who were the regicides (the English language doesn’t provide us with separate words for the act 
of regicide and the actors)? We haven’t asked the same question in the French case but claimed it to 
be a collective act by the revolutionaries, but in the English case, there were three main conspirators, 
one of them being Henry Marten, an outstanding member because of his bad reputation that served 
as an insult by the royalists against both the regicides and the Puritans as a whole, whether they sup- 
ported Charles 1.’s murder or not. Why is that so? Because, as one author described it, “He did not 
become a republican through his hatred of Charles’ religious innovations, or his appalling behaviour 
during the war, like the vast majority of regicides. He just did not like monarchy and did not think it 
could work properly.”** They (the Catholics) branded the Puritan regicides as disingenuous, although 
we must point out that Marten was not the John Doe of English regicides but an exception, differing 
the Englishmen from the French neighbours; the page cited above further notes that “if Marten’s 
beliefs had been communicated ‘they would have been abhorred by the whole nation’”, even though 
this supposedly changed seven years later, in 1648, when the regicide materialised from a pursuit into 
reality. Marten said that a whole nation could not be ruled by one person, although a republic only 
differs therefrom insofar as that next to the single ruler—whether he be a monarch or a president, 
chancellor or prime minister—has got a cabinet by his side and a parliament comprising of the oppo- 
sition as well of members of parliament of the governing party or parties. Otherwise, it is Still a single 
person representative of the ministers’ decisions. He is the person who maintains order within the 
cabinet and, in some nations, even has got the power to pardon criminals. To claim that a republic 
weren’t a single-person rulership is a little far-fetched; it came close to an autocracy insofar as that 
there is often a single party or a coalition of elect parties and MPs who cannot be ousted orderly except 
during elections taking place in intervals. To minorities this can often come close to autocratic condi- 
tions since the consideration of minority interests is often nothing but lip service since no legal code 
requires it. And if said minority has never got a chance to become part of an incumbent government, 
the suppression of its voice perpetuates, so that the Democratic maxim that at least the government 
was elected by the people rings hollow in its ears. This is not to say that a Republic were akin to a Mon- 
archy, but that it still is not the perfect achievable outcome for and by the people. It is certainly better 
than the latter, despite what pseudo-Libertarians like Hans-Herrmann Hoppe suggest otherwise. 
Whichever perspective one chooses, there is one thing that cannot be contradicted: That Marten held 


a minority view amongst his fellow regicides, as most of them only held grudges against Charles 1., a 
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reservation against the ruler that we would later see with General von Stauffenberg and his co-con- 
spirators against Third Reich Dictator Adolf Hitler. In President Trump’s case, the same argument 
could hold if there were an interior opposition in the GOP where, as in Iulius Caesar’s case, would 
assassinate him in order to liberate the party from his fangs. To this we will have to come back later in 
the verdict. 

We have already spoken about the more peculiar case of Henry Marten, one of the regicides. Yet 
he was not the only one. Because there are so many, several reasons for participation came together as 
well. Some of them are of our interest because they show that while not every regicide was a pious 
Republican, some of them were. One next to Mr. Marten, and one of the first to defend himself 
before a court after the regicide, was Thomas Scot—for the record, there were fifty-nine regicides in 
total, so that we will only a pick a few exemplary ones, since few justifications or reasons for partici- 
pation are conveyed. Scot’s is partially conveyed, he said that the regicide had been “executed as a legal 
act of Parliament passed by the ‘authority of the Keepers of the Liberties of England’”””’. He didn’t 
consider himself a revolutionary who did something egregious but required for the nation to either 
heal or advance, he saw himself as someone who fulfilled a duty as a law-abiding citizen of England. 
Still, there was no law embedded that said that a citizen had to lay his hand on the ruling monarch, 
during a time when the ruling Monarch was Still considered the chosen one, adorned with Godly 
rights, since not even the Pope stood above him—the Anglican church was, after all, founded because 
the Archdiocese of Canterbury had a falling-out with the papacy concerning the authority of taxation 
and related issues concerning governance”. One last moderately Republican regicide worth mention- 
ing is Lucy Hutchinson, wife to John Hutchinson. She presents the usual feature of religiousness and 
suspicion of the Christian church as an institution. She covered her husband up as he worked as an 
MP and retired eventually when he couldn’t bear the pretentious royalism of Oliver Cromwell any- 
more. His transformation into a regicide—proving that the term didn’t only imply the proactive work 
towards the King’s assassination but simply the support of the removal—would later bring legal ire 
for him, although the charges presented against him, as Hobson wrote, appeared trumped-up and 
“too rich for his tastes”**. In German history, though, he would have been considered not a pioneer 
in his field but rather a passive opportunist. As she is quoted, ““He came not in with a resolution what 
to doe before but according to that calling which he then belieud he had dilligently to obserue all 
circumstances the better to resolue himselfe in his iudgement which he gaue according to his con- 
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science and his duty. ”® (sic!) 
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It doesn’t require a thousand pioneers who each find their own maxims and doétrines to justify 
certain actions when there is one pioneer who is able to gather the other 999 under a united banner. 
Marten and Scot seem to have managed to do just that, and the Hutchinsons were giddy to join their 
cause, even though they may have held different opinions on the why, and even though John 
Hutchinson was also believed to have actually been a royalist, although this could have been noticed 
in Lucy’s writings she composed for her husband. And in some writings, his Stance towards Repub- 
licanism became clear-cut and explicit. As it is always with larger movements pursuing a common 
good cause, it doesn’t matter so much whether everyone joins for good reasons, as long as they will 
not backétab their fellow pursuers as the Communists did with the Anarchists in Francoist Spain. 
This way, even Monarchists could have joined the Republicans’ cause because they thought that while 
Monarchy was a good type of judgement, Charles 1 was unfit for office and had to be removed. They 
may try to Stop their Republican colleagues in the rear guard, but this will be the time when the su- 
perior model shall prevail by merit and not by superior power (although this is where my naiveté 
persists again). If such questions are asked either before or while the required act was (is being) ab- 
solved, it will either not happen or fail meanwhile. (Again, as the resistance failed against the Franco 
régime in Spain) You could read the profile of Hardress Waller in the Hobson book and see that de- 
spite having worked his entire life in His Majesty’s service, he became a regicide and later pleaded 
guilty on charges, although he desired to avoid execution. Hobson concludes his book with the fol- 


lowing words: 


“If they had been merely murderers, nothing would have been changed politically and they would 
have been forgotten. To their enemies, the trial made them no less murderers than tf they had killed 
their king in a corner, but to elect for a trial suggests - correctly or incorrectly — that the king had 


broken the law, or more profoundly, that kings could break the law, because it was above them and 
not their servant, and that some actions were bad enough to dissolve oaths of allegiance.” 


It is the case I have made beforehand with reference to the judiciary syStem: When it fails the 


people to hold a criminal ruler accountable for his misdeeds, it lies with the people themselves to 
rectify that wrong or else criminal behaviour becomes admissible. While the judiciary branch is the 
foremost institution to sanétion illegal and otherwise unlawful actions, it is Still employed with hu- 
mans, and as the Cicero quote reminded us above in the text, humans are prone to errors from which 
they must learn. This could of course motivate extrajudiciary behaviour on behalf of the people who 
believe to have witnessed injustice as, for example, in the beginning of “The Godfather”, as we have 
noted beforehand. This is where we cannot give tailormade answers because there can be none: As 
dynamic as our society is, so are the actions that may land before a court to rule upon. Many of such 
cases relate to policy issues in which one disagrees with the verdict because it doesn’t align with one’s 


views and expectations, as it has been the case with Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization. 


° Thid., page 254. 
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In such cases, rather than opining on the verdict itself and leaving aside one’s personal bias, one should 
instead seethe through the methodological part of the ruling, namely how the judge(s) argued their 
case for or against the plaintiff. This can help assess the validity of the ruling even for laymen or - 
women when the case is particularly good or bad. For example, when Alabama justice Tom Parker 
invoked the Holy Scripture multiple times in his ruling against the legalisation of IVFs in his state®, 
one could tell that the ruling itself was worth zilch not because he lacked legal merit as such as a judge, 
but because he included sources that were not meant to be applied in legal analysis, lest in rulings in 
the position as a judge. The Holy Scripture certainly bears merits in helping to understand how to be 
better humans and how to readjust a society’s moral compass, but it has got nothing to do with in- 
terpreting laws, the primary objective of a Supreme [Constitutional!] Court. While the most obvious 
example, it helps to point out what I mean when I say that it is often hard to distinguish between a 
hard-to-bear but reasonable ruling, and a supportable, yet legally fallacious rulings, the two most dif- 
ficult to disavow from a personal perspective. (Disavow in the former case means to abstain from 
attacking it on a subjective basis) 

The English were worthy of supporting because they didn’t just run headway into a brick wall but 
had a plan on how to proceed once they had executed the King: Men like John Hewson and the fore- 
most ringleader Thomas Pride were in favour of greater religious tolerance and an enforcement of the 
parliament, of which the latter was also part of**. (Hewson was also a royalist until the end, again 
emphasising the heterogeneity of the regicide parcel) The former also collected money to support the 
army, as both men have served for different lengths of time therein, with dispatches in Ireland and 
Scotland, although it was barely the regicides who put their motivations into writing to preserve it 
for the ensuing ages*’. Even the Royalists were in favour of a more limited government and greater 
power for the parliament as a representative of the people. People began to realise that dynastic mon- 
archies lacked acknowledgement of the people’s interests and needs, and that the aforementioned ab- 
solute power with which Monarchs adorned had them believe that they Stood above God, an affront 
in a time when religion Still played a major role. The creation of the “New Model Army” furthermore 
showed Charles 1 began to believe that he could treat his people as his personal cannon fodder when- 
ever he declared a new war—a practice against which the colonialists in the New World protected 
themselves by adorning the Congress with the power to declare war so that the president didn’t hold 
that singular power. Finally, in one last source on the movies of the regicides, it becomes clear that 
there are “just” two main drives: Religious suppression experienced by the Puritans through the in- 
cumbent Anglicans, and the fear of a resurrected all-powerful Monarchy that would trash the new- 


born parliament(s). Finally, there was a fear of proxy governance from Scotland, although this seemed 


® LePAGE v. THE CENTER FOR REPRODUCTIVE MEDICINE, PC, No. SC-2022-0515 (Ala. May 3, 2024). 
6 James Hobson (2020), pp. 54—5 5; 60—61. 
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the lesser fear amongst the three (not two). All of those single parts considered, it makes sense that 
even priests like John Cotton were supportive of their cause, and introducing religion as a driver, 
justified his execution on the basis of the scripture. We have previously mentioned the monk John 
of Salisbury, who too, as a Christian man, has expressed support for tyrannicides, often referencing 
ancient Roman tyrants, such as Comodus: “Cémodo, pues, que fue incémodo para todo el mundo, 
fue estrangulado en la casa de las vestales, habiendo sido previamente juzgado durante su vida como 
enemigo del género humano. Y ésta es ciertamente la definicién del tirano, por la que se explica la 
realidad oculta en su nombre.”” The two Kings we have spoken about in this chapter probably come 
closest to our subject-matter, President Trump, because in both cases, the people feared that a just 
system could be replaced with an unjust that favoured a single group of beneficiaries alone, while 
abandoning the rest of the populace. Charles’ war could be President Trump’s “war” against refugees 
from the South and the “Democrat party”; Charles’ discrimination against the Puritans could be 
President Trump’s denial of climate change and implicitly racist policy considerations like the aboli- 
tion of Affirmative Action and the DEI. Concerning the former we could discuss whether it were 
racist or actually negatively discriminatory, but this would be a policy issue that undermined the sub- 
ject of this text. Both Kings have tried to flee from prosecution, at least that is what President Trump 
hasn’t tried so far; while he skipped a few of his first trial days, he appeared regularly on the following, 
although he often appeared tired during the hearings, thus showing his age, an issue he often threw 
against his then-adversary, the incumbent President Joe Biden. Unlike President Trump’s perception 
and unlike we have seen it mostly in Revolutionary France, the trial King Charles 1 faced when he 
was caught was orderly. During the trial the manifest objective to morph monarchical England into a 
Republic was once again emphasised”! and, as we know from history, successfully put into action. 
Expectedly, King Charles 1 didn’t acknowledge the High Court’s authority, putting the applicable 
law into question because it wasn’t accredited by either the House of Lords and the House of the 
King”, the latter which while true under the old guard, it would be a laughable argument to present 


when the King himself is on trial. On the same page he too argues that (underscores mine) 


“admitting, but not granting, that the people of England’s commession could grant your pretended 


power, I see nothing you can show for that; for certainly you never asked the question of the tenth man 


in the kingdom, and in this way you mantfestly wrong even the poorest ploughman, tf you demand 
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not his free consent; nor can you pretend any colour for this your pretended commission, without the 
consent at least of the major part of every man in England of whatsoever quality or condition, which 
Iam sure you never went about to seek so far are you from having it. Thus you see that I speak not for 
my own right alone, as I am your King, but also for the true liberty of all my subjects, whith consists 


not in the power of government, but in living under such laws, such a government, [...]” 


Ironically, he spoke those words in the position of a king, which given the English providence, 
one could easily be reminded of the famous skit from the Monty Python movie “Monty Python and 
the Holy Grail”, where the King visited some of his peasant population who didn’t recognise him at 
first glance. When the King said that he was his King, the peasant blithely responded that he couldn’t 
be because he didn’t vote for him. Dumbfounded, the King continued conversing with the peasant, 
during which he learnt that the peasant had organised in an autonomous community where every 
member could be the King of the community for a week. After the (actual) King grew increasingly 
exasperated about what he perceived as nothing but a joke at his expense, he started brawling against 
the disobedient peasant, who loudly called for help and said that he was being repressed”. 

Jokes aside, to hear a King complain about a people’s initiative lacking the means of representation 
because they didn’t query all of the people about whether they supported them as the succeeding 
authority in the country while his dynasty hadn’t ever done something like this ever since the first of 
theirs took over the throne reeks of missing introspection, one could believe that he didn’t even see 
himself in the mirror. He is only right insofar as that on a national level, one will never find an absolute 
majority of supporters, this is flat-out impossible. It is likewise impossible to enquire every Jack and 
Jill about their opinion, that’s where elections enter as a compromise between those who desire 
proper representation and those who don’t accept any authority without absolute support. Kings, 
like Dictators, can never vouch on their people’s support because both build upon the model of re- 
pression: Either one supports the single man atop the state, or one is being sanctioned for dissent. 
While not a prerequisite for either of the two shapes of governance, both have commonly appeared 
in tandem with such reStrictions. Another type of suppression of popular sentiments, which we 
would have seen when we had included Diétators like Mussolini and Hitler, would be the mobilisa- 
tion of particularly strident supporters with a spleen for uniforms and uniformity, we have spoken 
about them briefly beforehand: The blackshirts and the brownshirts. President Trump’s inner circle 
has clandestinely hinted towards similar pursuits, assuming that if Trump won, the interregnum 
would become a “second American revolution” and would proceed bloodless “if the left allows it to 
be”’*. He thereby presumes that once it happened, all violence could only emerge from the opposi- 
tion, not from his kin. This is of course nothing but a cheap charade to distance oneself form all re- 


sponsibility for what happens between November 05, 2024, and January 06, 2025, related to the 
p y Pp y 


3 Monty Python (date added: June 30, 2022). Monty Python & the Holy Grail - Constitutional Peasants Scene. Web 
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™ Astor, Maggie (July 03, 202.4). Heritage Foundation Head Refers to ‘Second American Revolution’. New York Times: 


https://www.nytimes.com/202.4/07/03/us/politics/heritage-foundation-202 5 -policy-america.html 


‘Tyrannicides, Regicides and other Assassinations 100 


handover of power. There is little else to say about that. However, with the eStablishment of a new 
army, Charles 1 didn’t intend to create something similar, despite of what one could now believe I 
am segueing towards. In the end, during the 17" century, the police force was Still something that 
landowners were individually responsible for”. 

On 27" January 1648, the “people’s court”, as we could call it although some people would disa- 
gree, claiming that this naming could make it sound as if it were nothing more than a kangaroo court 
for show trials, was spelled out and presented towards the to-be-executed king”’. Therein, they have 
presented the accusations that were already mentioned in the arraignment, concluding that he was 
guilty on all charges and therefore punishable by death. Because we are ought to finally seal this chap- 
ter to enter the verdict, we will only pick a few passages that could also be applicable to President 


Trump. One of them is found already on the first of four pages: 


“[...] yet, nevertheless, out of a witked design to erect and uphold in himself an unlimited and tyran- 
nical power to rule according to his will, and to overthrow the rights and liberties of the people, and 
to take away and make void the foundations thereof, and of all redress and remedy of misgovern- 


ment which by the fundamental constitutions of this kingdom were reserved on the people's behalf in 


the right and power of frequent and successive Parliaments, or national meetings in Council; [...]” 
a4 q g. 


If we Still needed a definition for tyrannical rule, this could be part of it. Tyrants are often incapa- 
ble rulers who in a Democratic or otherwise balanced shape of governance would be ousted by the 
parliament with all guns blazing. (This time, figuratively) The judges appointed to rule over King 
Charles’ 1 case remained unfazed by his allegations against their authority, and once more we have to 
move our focus away from the historical case to remind ourselves of the superstrated subject: We have 
already spoken about the POTUS’ authority to nominate judges and how that power is often ex- 
ploited for political purposes, but we cannot cease to point towards the consequential insecurity such 
liberties create. Oftentimes such worries blow up as hot air because judges and justices remain legal 
scholars who can overcome political prejudices, as we have seen especially on the Supreme Court, 
where Trump appointees like Amy Coney Barrett and Brett Kavanaugh prove their abilities to make 
sound legal arguments regardless of their appointer. That this is not always the rule can be read in the 
afore-cited ruling from Alabama. But just as no-one would throw a whole basket of apples out be- 
cause one had specks of mould, one doesn’t need to disbar an entire nation’s judges out because one 
retirement-age judge has found Jesus as of late. Just because we euthanise horses when they suffer 
from broken legs doesn’t mean that we need to treat a nation the same way. Anarchists have often got 
this weakness: That they deem their political views as absolute doétrines that didn’t require a more 
profound categorisation. They will exclaim that the State were a means of repression and didn’t hold 


any advantages for the average citizen. All signs of socioeconomic Stratification are wiped out and the 
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sole focus of their “analysis” is on police brutality and unassessed individual cases of poverty and im- 
poverishment. This way, Anarchism becomes a more radical variety of Populism, c est a dire a Popu- 
lism for Students of Political Sciences. One can argue that states create unofficial caste systems that 
make it harder for people of the lower classes to climb up; that the police often aéted without sufh- 
cient care and therefore opened the gates for disproportionate equipment of violence; we can argue 
how Democracies were seriously unfit to shield themselves from destructive forces, especially from 
the far right. We can make all of those cases with ease, but this doesn’t mean that nation-states were 
obsolescent models whose sole raison détre were the insufficient knowledge amongst the people that 
there are more suitable alternatives out there, written in black-and-white. There are no perfect systems 
who guaranteed all positive freedoms with full security and the total eradication of poverty. Even 


Monarchies have their benefits”. Sometimes, all it depends on is who you are asking. 
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https://doi.org/10.31009/leap.2022.v9.01. 


Trump the Tyrant 102 


Verdict 


sm) have already mentioned it a couple of times in between the lines, that all of the syStems we 


on , : : : 
| have encountered in this chapter, and beforehand, is that none of them had integrated caps 


that Stopped incumbent rulers from looking for ways to expand their powers. All of the gen- 
tlemen who met their demise at the hands of their people were aware of this nuisance but, instead of 
imposing such caps on their own, they tried to exploit it for their and their future successor’s benefits, 
so that they consciously gambled with their lives and miscalculated. We could mourn their dead bod- 
ies, and with regards to the two Kings, there were certainly a couple of them—in the English case, 
even amongst the regicides—but no-one can deny that their fate was justifiable in terms of proper 
procedure. We haven’t spoken about the roughshod coups d @tats all over the globe, particularly in 
post-colonial nations, where the military often putsches against an incumbent government, presum- 
ably in the name of the people but in nine out of ten cases, a high-ranking officer smelled an oppor- 
tunity to topple a weak leader. Leftists like to pick those in the Central and Latin American region up 
because in the 20™ century, the United States were involved in many such coup attempts to remove 
Communist upstarts in their centurial mission to Stop Communism’s rise on its heels. It was for sure 
an honourable mission to preserve freedom in regions where it was threatened to be gunned down at 
the hands of guerillas, if only the US had thought through who to support in those missions in situ. 
The Sandinistas and Pinochet are just two examples of how they botched the task of choosing an in- 
surgent group. The US foreign policy often suffers from what so many good plans suffer, to then be 
dragged down by perpetual naggers: It is, they are poorly executed. My favourite US Secretary of State, 
the honourable Henry Kissinger, is no stranger to poor execution, given how he helmed the last third 
of the Viét Nam war, even though he cannot be blamed for the defeat, that’s a title the contemporary 
Congress bears. But he oversaw the putsch against Salvador Allende and the inauguration of Augusto 
Pinochet, that was an inexcusable act, even under the auspice of protecting Democracy from a Social- 
ist firebrand. 

In his immortal two-piece outline of a “militant Democracy”, the American-German philosopher 
Karl Loewenstein has written that protective legislature could keep Fascist powers at bay, although he 
didn’t specify how that legislation had to look like in order to do the trick’. In the second part of his 
outline, he has spent about half of the text in suggesting that Democratic nations should prohibit 
both the Fascist parties and their uniforms, so that their visibility is suffocated’. The other half of the 
article is dedicated to the question of whether Democracy and infringements on free speech were 


reconcilable. What he forgets is that all those measures only touch upon the surface of the issue, it’s 
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like mowing the lawn with the objective of uprooting the weeds. Superficially, the weeds will have 
gone, but underneath the topsoil, the roots remain and will soon grow another plant atop, and so, 
the game begins afresh. The same applied to combating Fascist parties by prohibiting their parties and 
the colour of their shirts: They will disappear from the public eye, but in the underground, they con- 
tinue existing, reforming under new names or none at all and instead continuing their work as loose 
particles who happen to gather in the same pub, forging plans on how to vet candidates for councils 
and Congressional chambers, and how to undermine the Democratic institutions through more sub- 
liminal messaging. There is a factor many of those who would like to combat such schools of thought 
forget: That those parties are no monoliths who spawn from nowhere, they are born out of the pop- 
ulation, like a culture of ba¢teria in a petri dish. To pick up on our earlier metaphor, the people are 
the roots of the plants that are the parties. There is abundant literature on what propels the develop- 
ment, so there is no need to delve into that. But prohibiting their party representation were like pull- 
ing the carpet away from under their feet, it would only increase the anger they already held against 
the syStem they inhabited and which they felt let them down. The only thing that helped would be 
the detested advice occasionally recited to the disappointment of many left-wingers: Listen to the 
acolytes’ complaints and see whether they can be helped beyond the usual allotment of racial diatribe, 
falsehoods borne from ignorance about how the economy works, misinformation about allegedly 
inks between immigration and criminality, €9c. It is hard enough to convince people of anything 
when they talk about something they are certain about from the Start. Another hardly achievable 
premise is the mutual readiness to discuss thornier issues. In the end, the only people with a noticeable 
chance on such issues are those next to the subjects, those who they are likeliest to listen to, and them- 
selves, through education and information. Prohibitions are dead ends that will get the atmosphere 


boiling further, until it spills like a turmoil. 


Political assassinations are something completely different therefrom because they prove to be the 
utmost extreme. Would President Trump have deserved to die from the gunshot that barely missed 
the back of his head? The last word hasn’t been spoken on his running trials yet, as the Supreme Court 
has ruled. The Mueller Report failed to emphasise that while President Trump hasn’t personally com- 
mitted high crimes and misdemeanours, he employed a team of people who did so by betraying their 
country, codperating with Russian state officials. If the last running trials, such as the hush money 
one, ruled that the crime didn’t suffice to Stop him from running for reélection, and after scrutinising 
the most important parts of the Heritage Foundation’s playbook, plus his personal points of view on 
policies, there is unfortunately nothing but a Yes to respond thereto. Many moderates, especially from 
abroad, are hesitant to draw such radical measures while simultaneously honouring the assassins of 
the earlier past who risked their lives and those of their loved ones to remove dictators and authoritar- 
ians from the face of their offices. It is easy to fell such decisions about honour and dishonour in 
retrospect, when the whole play has run down and the curtain has fallen, but when one experiences 
the single acts as they take place and as the curtain falls and is hoisted, people are more hesitant because 


they await a sudden plot twist that throws the whole understanding up so that one has to reassess the 
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two sides—good and evil—anew. The question is: What could redeem President Trump Still? On a 
very superficial basis, he has good intentions: He wants to reinstate what he perceives to be a fractured 
national security; he wants to revive the US-American economy, although she has been steadily im- 
proving since the Covid-19 pandemic was declared over in the Western world; he wants to reinvigor- 
ate patriotism and the good standing of the United States in the world, by focusing on “America first”. 
The problem is the division he sows and the power grasp he wants to perform if he follows the whis- 
perers of the Heritage Foundation. And from what we have learnt from books like those cited above, 
by Bob Woodwrd and Michael Wolff, he is prone to listening to outsiders who have made it into his 
cabinet, there is a good chance that at least large chunks of the “Mandate” will funétion as a guidance 
for the clerks. Aside from the purely political disagreements one can have with him, he poses a serious 
security threat to the Democratic foundation of the United States. And if nothing stops him in a 
bloodless way, then Matthew Crooks was right, even though his true intentions remain dubious. 

We have previously spoken and cited sources for President Trump’s convivial relationships with 
the world’s autocrats, the foremost of them Baaanmup Iyrun. He sports the bleakest and most dic- 
tatorial vision of how to govern a country, and his conduét of warfare against Yxpaina has shown his 
little interest in his people’s well-being, and one can only imagine what happened if President Trump 
adapted only parts of his type of governance’, claiming that this were how America could finally be 
put first again, whatever is that supposed to men, in the world’s largest economy with the greatest 
interdependence on other nations. If America First means Isolationism, then America is one thing 
for the first time for sure: On the verge of bankruptcy and continuous drops in ratings by agencies 
like Moody’s or Fitch. One could of course try to ignore those third-party agencies with an own 
agency, but banks will surely raise their eyebrows when federal bankers enquired for credits from 
banks. One can understand that globalisation aggrieves because it eased outsourcing jobs to low-in- 
come countries, but at the current moment, bringing the jobs back will not lead to well-paid jobs 
eStablished in the United States, and costs for average US-Americans won’t drop either. 

What I haven’t mentioned often enough is that assassinations must not be the primary choice in 
removing a dangerous candidate, even though it were the most expedient solution at hand, in a coun- 
try that owns as many arms in private hands as other Western nations do in cell phones and 
smartphones. Not because it were unethical to murder someone, even someone as vicious as President 
Trump, but because he is only the symptom of a much larger problem: The cult of persona he has 
implemented within the party has already grown its first burgeons, so that any successor the party 
were able to present would convey his playbook. He would perhaps lack the charisma or the recognis- 
ability, perhaps he would even lack the aura President Trump irradiates. But whatever it mattered, 
many voters would Still hook up on the party as long as the same policies were promoted that would 
have been promoted under President Trump. We are not talking about parties like the NSDAP or the 
“Fratelli d'Italia”, which would have imploded once their Dear Leaders were assassinated, had those 


parties thus continued in the same country—when the Allied Forces had failed in their pursuit to 
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crush Fascism in Europe. Just imagine if President Trump were actually killed during his next cam- 
paign stop: His VPOTUS candidate J. D. Vance would naturally pick up his office and were told to 
find a running mate of his own. It would change nothing policy-wise except that he could run a fierce 
campaign against the Democrats, continuing the agenda that it were the Democrats to blame that 
Donald J. Trump had been murdered, regardless of the matter-of-fact that despite some harsher 
words uttered by senior and junior Democrats, nothing bore the fuel that could have driven someone 
to commit a deed comparable to John Wilkes Booth’s. In his eyes, Abraham Lincoln, originator of 
the Emancipation Proclamation, was “a greater tyrant than they ever knew”, with “they” possibly 
referring to the Romans as he referred to himself as Brutus earlier*. The same man they (the GOP) 
liked to Stylise as a bloodless, poorly aged man who was prone to gaffes and stumbling over his own 
feet allegedly led a campaign leading up to President Trump’s murder doesn’t make much sense, as 
one could imagine. But ever since President Trump took over the party, reasoning with party zealots 
has become comparable to the figurative chess game against a pigeon. 

Itis with a heavy heart that Icome to the irrevocable conclusion that the assassination of President 
Trump seems like the only viable solution after the Democratic ticket consisting of POTUS candidate 
Kamala Harris an VPOTUS candidate Tim Walz had been written off as non-competitive. Regarding 
the last surveys such as by the New York Times in codperation with the Siena College, there are good 
chances that bloodshed remains unnecessary. And we should follow the example Madame Secretary 
Madeleine Albright has mentioned in her afore-cited book, “Fascism”, where she referred to the 
South African Democracy activist Nelson Mandela and Abraham Lincoln who both, despite the 
harshest opposition within their own countries and nearby, have never lost faith and their cool, in- 
Stead leading by example in compassion and humanitarianism. As she said: We must not become 
monsters when fighting monsters’. This is true in particular when speaking about political assassina- 
tions: Such are monstrous, ghoulish a¢tions that can only be considered as the ultima ratio, when all 
chips are down. It is of course easier to judge such conditions in hindsight, when the baby was already 
thrown out with the bathwater, another reason why it’s easier to condemn someone like Hitler or 
Mussolini than someone like President Trump, who has yet to earn his mark as a tyrant and authori- 
tarian. If history should have taught us one thing, it should be to learn how to recognise an upcoming 
authoritarian and to intervene pre-emptively in order to avoid unnecessary grief. No-one enjoys the 
right to cause harm upon others because a majority decided that he should be bestowed with special 
duties and rights. And when one poses probable threats to vulnerable groups of persons, everyone is 
entitled to intercept with his candidacy. It is better to stop one innocent candidate than to pass one 


bad one, even though this may contradict Benjamin Franklin’s maxim that those who preferred 
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security over liberty deserved neither. To follow Rawls’ example, no-one would like to live in a society 
that ignored the interests of people bound to wheelchairs or of those “on the spectrum”. One 
shouldn’t take such maxims at face value, especially when they were not even front and centre of the 
writing from which they were extracted. 

There is little chance that such an incident is going to happen again, but if it were, there were little 
reason to not condone the shooter, whether he is successful or not. The aé&t alone showed that Amer- 
icans saw that their Democracy, and the society they used to live in, is at Stakes. As dramatic as it may 


sound, that’s how the situation builds up. 


How can we extrapolate President Trump's case for tyrannicide? Many readers will likely believe 
that if we took so much time to assess whether someone deemed ab imminent threat to our Democ- 
racy, we would never get as far as agreeing upon his removal. But this would mean to close our eyes 
before some simple truths: Due to his incoherent appearance and his affiliation with an established 
party, President Trump was always understood to be a raucous bully with a tendency towards des- 
potism, and despite all obvious markups for threatening plans, he has been belittled. Those who plan 
to overthrow a Democratic or otherwise checked shape of governance would never explicitly an- 
nounce that, because they knew what repercussions loomed then, if they were taken serious. Presi- 
dent Trump knows that, and for this reason chooses the way that all autocrats choose, the regular one, 
through ele¢tions and the right moment to employ a state of emergency to dismantle the opposition 
as a “necessary means to maintain law and order”. As I have said shortly beforehand, preémptive 
measures must be taken to prevent such leaders from taking over. President Trump barely hid behind 
the woodwork with his subconscious intentions, his continuous vilification of the opposition and all 
Democratic institutions, statist and independent, proved that sufficiently. We cannot expect journal- 
ists to point that out for us as they are descriptivists by nature and cannot fell judgements on the 
political affiliations of a subject beyond its party. Netizens alleged broadsides like the New York Times 
and The Washington Post of complicity in President Trump's behaviour by normalising it. Thud al- 
legation is often followed by a screenshot of the headline, which in my opinion mostly proves that 
they never read what followed underneath, and that they don't know that such papers in particular 
often task someone else to compose the headline for an article. I have relied broadly on those two 
newspapers in my footnotes and never had a reason to complain about their coverage of President 
Trump's first tenure and the years that followed thereafter. It didn't Stop me from coming to the con- 
clusion that I drew above, because all they did is documenting his words and a¢tions. Mussolini fit 
his behaviour and ambitions because he too was outspoken about his beliefs to a degree TheT one 
could imagine him to have been a sociological experiment to understand how long it took for a people 
to realise that a comically villainous man planned to take over the reins and set a precedence for un- 
speakable horrors. What used to be the relentless persecution of the opposition on dubious grounds 
during the years of “II Duce” is now the said normalisation of vilification and the interment of refu- 


gees. 
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We can extrapolate President Trump's insofar as that the same prophylaxis that could have helped 
during the first half of the 2oth century will now help us again: Follow the news coverage of men like 
him and evaluate them with a diner mind, regardless of your partisan or ideological affiliations, as well 
as that is humanely possible. Don't expect journalists to shape your opinion, that is not their job, their 
job with regards to language is comparable to that of diplomats, also because both of them need access 
to such men in order to pave ways for whistleblowers and internal sources in general to leak infor- 
mation or intelligence. If a journalist or outlet described President Trump as a Fascist in its coverage, 
neither whistleblowers nor internal sources would reach out to them, either because their leaks would- 
n't be taken serious not only by afhliated of President Trump but also by others; of because press 
enquiries would never be answered, because why should they? When we knew that a cook at a certain 
restaurant tended to spit in our food, we would not patronise the établissements a second time. Jour- 
nalists must rely on us readers to connect the dots ourselves, like hostages with a secret wire to the 
outside world, they present us bare information with underlying hints through which we can deci- 
pher hidden messages. Except that even this metaphor expected more of the recipient than journalists 
do. The problem therefore lord more with lazy citizens who expected every little titbit to be presented 
to them on a silver plate and that when this desire is not fulfilled, they would complain in public 
about this “collapse of Democracy’s fifth column”. The only Democratic institution that could be 
seen crumbling were the citizenry that failed its mission to be watchful and cautious about what is 
going on. And that is one of the most terrible lurking threats: When a citizenry becomes complicit 
about the threat of losing its liberties and waits for someone else to Stop that from happening. As 


Joshua Graham used to say: We cannot expect God to do all the work. 
Wake up, citizens of the free world, and do what is righteous. 


THE END 


